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Mr. Entys Defence, &c. 


=a Perſuade my ſelf the world 
is ſenſible by this time, 
that I have had no hand 
in our preſent unhappy 
quarrel; but as I have 
been forced into it; nor 
can I ſuppoſe that with 
| 8 equal judges, even ſuch 

as may not in ſome points 
of doctrine perfectly agree with me, I ſhall. incur 
any cenſure, that I have appear d againſt thoſe 
proceedings which ſeem'd unjuſt, and to be in a 


3 


peculiar manner deſign'd againft my ſelt. 


Mr. Enty has been pleaſed: to write againſt 
my Remarks an the proceedings of the Aſſembly. * AH 
it muſt be own d, that his piece is ſomewhiar 
ſuperior to the writings which have been late 
publiſh'd: by ſeveral : 1 Y: find all complain of 


his 
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his ſtrange way of multiplying words, when 


what he ſais to the purpoſe might lie in a very 


narrow compaſs. Should I imitate him, and 
we both of us hold on in ſuch a way of writing, 


our pieces would ſwell quickly to a prodigious 
bulk, and the world be ſoon weary of them. My 
endeavour therefore ſhall be to pick out of him 


what may ſeem material, and to give a ſatisfactory 


anſwer to it with all the brevity I am able, and 


I ſhall paſs over without the leaſt notice many 


ney reflections, wherewith, he has endeavour d 
b perſorm aner. 

He begins with a reflection upon my known 
temper; and indeed he could not expoſe it too 


much, if it were known to be as bad as his own 
is reported to be, by ſuch as pretend to know him 


„Vell, which T own I do not. But I think he 
gives us a broad Hint, p. 66. that as his circum- 
ſtances are not low in the world, nor is his 
ſpirit below them; and that he does not uſe to 


:{pare mens characters, which I do not think 
others will reckon” any great commendation of 
his own; nor is it at all ſtrange if hereby he has 
given offence, and made himſelf many enemies. AS 
to any ſelf I ſhall only ſay this: That tho I have 
endeavour'd to expoſe evil practices, when I have 
thought a valuable end was to be ſerved; yet I 
date appeal to almoſt the bittereſt of my late 
enemies, whether my behaviour has not been 
peaceable, ſo as that I have been eaſy to and 


beloved by my acquaintance, ready to any good 
offices I was capable of toward all, and not given 


to ſpeak evil of others, or to ſhew my ſelf pleza- 
Jed when ſuch a liberty was taken. PE 

> Bur this is a ſubject not at all agreeable to 
me to inlarge upon, however frequent my good- 
temper'd friend is in harping upon it. I fhall 
therefore only here give the reader one hint of 


the 
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the uſe he makes of it with a greal deal of ſub- 
tilty. When J bring a home charge againſt” his 


friends, for ſuch facts as are plainly proved upon 
them; the reader is amuſed, and diverted from 


looking after a diſproof of the charge, by his 


imputing it to my temper, as tho' that was the 
hole reaſon of the charge: and with this deſign, 


doubt not, he beſpeaks the readers ill opinion 


of my temper here in the beginning of his per- 
2 formance. ' © l 38s. re Ong 


Tas natural to expect ſomewhat very con- 


4 ſiderable would be uſher'd into the world with 


the ſolemnity of three times five and forty hands ; 


| but that the great expectation which was raiſed 


was tolerably anſwer d, is the opinion of none I 


can hear of, Mr. Enty may glory in the propor- 


tionable ſucceſs, if he reckons the increaſing of 


- heats, animoſities, and uncharitableneſs to be 
ſucceſs. This indeed ſeem'd the chief deſign of 


the performance; nor did I ever doubt of its 


Z {ſucceeding with thoſe, who would regard autho- 
3 rity rather than reaſon: but that the reputation 
of Diſſenters has been a gainer, I do not believe. 


It has ſuffer d much with our old friends, the 


 whigs, who are pleading for liberty; nor have 
their enemies ſpared to caſt it in the Diflenters - 


teeth, that tho' they complain'd. bitterly of the 


churches impoſitions, yet upon occaſion they 


knew how to practiſe the ſame things. And 
ſuppoſing they have gain'd any reputation with 
ſome of the high party, they cannot expe& it 
ſhould laſt long; ſince they knew well enough, 
that nothing can with them atone for the leaſt 


| 7 diſlike of the eſtabliſh'd epiſcopacy and liturgy. 


It muſt be a poor check which he ſuppoſes 
given to the growth of error, ſince nothing is done 
by the Aſſembly to inform peoples judgments, but 
only to raiſe their paſſions. *Tis viſible the op 
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nion they would check, gets ground in ſpite of 


all oppoſition; nor can Mr. Enty reaſonably i ima 
gine the example of the Aſſembly is much ap- 


plauded by others, ſince no One county has yet f 


been prevail'd with to follow it. 


Mr. Emty will not allow, that the printing the 
names three times over is Owing to an affecta- 
tion of pomp ; he thinks it might be to 1 the 


unaumimity of thoſe miniſters that were preſent : 


this would have been full as well done * a 6 
ſubſcribitur ut ſupra, inſtead of the ſecond and i 
ward liſts, as I Obſerv d No regard was had to 
the abſent in the Exeter Eber which alone 1 
conſider' d. If the additional liſts in the Lon- 
don edition varied I ſaid nothing againſt 4 
printing differing liſts, but only againſt printing 
the ſame three times over. I take leave by the | 
way to reckon thoſe miniſters, , who tho* they 
ſcrupled not to ſubſcribe the article, yet refuſed 


to ſubſcribe the Reſolution and the Letter, to be 


in the main on our fide in the controverſy, which 
is not properly about the Trinity, wherein we | 
move no ban pf with them, but about h- 


berty. 


I think all 4 1 KG 6 were firſt 3 
with us by the Afembly, and that without any | 


provocation on our part; and their practice ap- 


pearing to me notoriouſly evil in itſelf, and very 


pernicious in its conſequences, I was obliged to 


| ſpeak of it accordingly ; and if there be any i 
breach of the rules of: common decency, certainly it 
is wholly chargeable on them, who would do 
things that could not ealily be ſpoken of in ſofter | 


Terms. 


he calls it, as I ſhall meet with ir in particulars, 
and ſhall now wave it, and the general reflections 
Be makes upon it. It was no pleaſure to me 

zi to 


I ſhall examine Mr. Emy 8 heap of ſcandal, as | 


( | | ) 


to reflect upon a body of miniſters : but I cannot 
think that character ſnould cover unjuſt proceedings. 
The worſt miſchief, I am perſuaded, has been 
done many times to religion by miniſters them- 
ſelves; and tho' I am not ſo ſenſeleſs, as to be 
Jan enemy to that reſpect that is due to them for 
Irheir work ſake; yet my reſpect to religion is 
much greater than to them, and I think my ſelf 
Robliged by it to oppoſe them, when they break 
in upon the goſpel rule and the liberties of man- 


Kind. 4 7 9 

1 medled not with the perſonal characters of 
any, and profeſs now the great reſpect I have 
for many of their body, concerning whom I ne- 
ver made the leaſt doubt of what he ſais of 
them, p. 7. My buſineſs was to conſider facts, 
and not perſons ; tho' I hope ſince he gives me 
this occaſion, he will not be difpleas'd that I tell 
him, the fame characters are unqueſtionably due 
to all thoſe whom the Aſſembly bore bard upon. 
I may be allow'd too here to ſay this was thought 
EZ the more ftrange, becauſe 'tis well known we 
have been witneſtes to far gentler proceedings of 
he Aſſembly, when the reaſon for ſeverity was 

uch leſs diſpurtable. 2 5. 

If the enemies of religion triumph, I think the 
Aſſembly have given the ſame handle; and ſhould 
not ſuch methods be oppos'd, tis my humble 
opinion, they would have a handle for much 
Zgreater triumphs. I never thought this to be 
None deſignedly by the Aſſembly, any more than 
Mr. Enty ſuppoſes the like of me; but by whom 
It has been really done will come under debate. 
I objected againſt the title they give their de- 
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S felaration, calling it a voluntary declaration. Mr. 

„ Exty does not conteſt my notion of a voluntary _ 
faction, but inſiſts upon it as an evidence that th 
eclaration was voluntary, becauſe there was 1 
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viſible fign of reluctance in thoſe that ſign d. But 


tis obvious, that the ſame reaſon that I ſuppo- 
ſed might induce perſons to ſign, might hinder 


them from diſcovering their reluctance: and I 
am well aſſured that ſome of the ſubſcribers did 
before, nay and others have ſince their ſubſcribing 


expreſs'd their diſlike of the method taken. 


What I ſaid of the influence which the Aſſembly 
have, is not denied; and therefore I cannot ſee | 

but that the conſideration of it might, as the 
managers probably expected it ſhould, weigh *# 


with ſome; nor is the reaſon I brought for this $9 


from the Reſolution conteſted. 


That the reader may ſee what.a fair adver- F 
ſary I have, I will tranſcribe his words, p. 8. Mr. | 
P. ſuppoſeth, p. 4, 5. that becauſe the Aſſembly haue 
a conſiderable influence, that ſome might be moved by | 
worldly hope and fear, and not by any conviction of | 
the reaſonableneſs or goodneſs of the action itſelf ; i. e. 
in other words, He ſuppoſeth that ſome are perſous of 


little or no conſcience, and for bread can tury them- 


ſelves into any ſhape. I gave him no occaſion for 
this, as my own words will ſhow. I ſaid con- 
cerning voluntary actions in general, Where a, | 
«© man does not act from a conviction of the 
« reaſonableneſs and goodneſs of the action it- 
ce ſelf, and is only moved by worldly hopes and 
« fears to do that which he would otherwiſe 
© chooſe to forbear, we hardly call that a voluntary 
<« attion.” I purpoſely avoided the putting an | 
action apprehended to be unlaw ful into the caſe; 
as is yet more plain where I apply this to ſome | 
in the Aſſembly, p. 5. * Several might be ſatis fie4 2 
« of the Jawfulneſs of ſubſcribing, and might 
© chooſe to do it rather than expoſe themſelyes 
to the reſentments of the mighty; while yet 


2 


< they diſliked the impoſing ſpirit, c. I never. 


in the leaſt pretended they offer d violence to 
. | ; their 
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(3) 
their own conſciences, but ſuppoſed them ſatis- 
fied of the lawfulneſs of what they did; and 
no doubt they thought the managers only were 
anſwerable for the impoſing ſpirit that appear'd. 
T will not give Mr. Enty the hard words he has 
here deſerv'd, but I deſire he will uſe me better 
another time. Wn 5 

I ſuppoſed the contrivers to be voluntary in 


declaring; but I ſaid, My unfaſhionable cha- 
& rity will hardly allow me to ſuppoſe all the 
„ reſt were ſo.” Mr. Euty diverts himſelf fre- 
quently with this expreſſion of unfaſhionable cha- 


rity; nor do I much wonder, that a thin 


ſo much out of faſhion with his party, ſhoul 


become a jeſt : but certainly it was charity in 
me to think the beſt I could of my neighbours, 


and tv ſuppoſe the blame of the proceedings 


of the Aſſembly, which I apprehended to be very 
evil, reſted only on a few. 8 

Mr. Enty denies, p. 9. that the people pin their faith 
upon their miniſters ſleeves, I wiſh there were not 
too much of this among all parties; but I ſuppoſe 
none will queſtion this to be the caſe of thoſe, who 
are zealous for an opinion they have never exa- 
mined, and do not underſtand. I could name a 
congregation, which purely upon the proceed- 
ings of the Aſſembly fired againſt their miniſter, 
and all that they could allege was, that he agreed 
not with the Aſſembly; and yet ſo ignorant 
were the leading perſons among them, as to ſay, 


That the ſcripture is not a ſufficient, and the 


only rule of chriſtians; that the Father is the 
Son, and the Son the Father, and that the Father 


2 himſelf aſſumed the humane nature, ſuffer'd, 


and died. How common has it been, when rhe 
people have quarrel'd with their miniſters, to 
tell them, they muſt ſatisty the Aſſembly, or 
ſuch and ſuch leading miniſters? Nay, tis ſaid 

5 | B when 


—_ cs) 
| when a miniſter has been going to the Aſſembly, 4 
he haas been urged by his people to agree with 


* the Aſſembly in every thing they ſhould do. I 
I And do not ſuch things look like an implicite WW 
1 A intry 
£ As the animoſity here, and in the country I 


4 round about, has been incouraged by the Aſ- 
ſembly, and we had otherwiſe been very quiet; 
I am confident *tis {till in their power to bring 

cople to a better temper, and reſtore peace. 
If half the induſtry that has been uſed to ren- 
der us odious, were employ'd to promote cha- 
rity, the wound would be ſoon healed. I could | 
caſily retaliate what Mr. Enty ſais: That he 
cannot ſuppoſe that all the influence the Aſſembly have, | 
can recommend fome perſons to their congregations ; Mee 
no, not thoſe that perhaps would think it a diſpa- ce 
ragement, if they ſhould not be thought abundantly ſu- e 
pericr to the reſt of their brethren, I might tell cc © 
him that this is, perhaps, the only reaſon why | 
we mult never expect to have a conceited perſon, | 
well known to him, on our fide. But as this | 
perhaps would not juſtify an uncharitable ſug- | 
geſtion in one caſe, fo nor does it in the other; 
and therefore ſuch mean reflections I ſhall de- 
ſpiſe. . : q 
To this place belongs a part of the heap of 
ſcandal which Mr. Euty has ſo ingeniouſly col- | 
| lected, viz. That I repreſent them © as per- 
« ſons of an impoling ſpirir, and ſuch as re- 
« {folved to do what in them lay to turn out 
e and ruin the ſmaller number who dif- 
« fer'd from them ” Had he conſulted the 
honour of the Aflembly, he would have taken 
no notice of this; for the only ſcandal there 
is in the caſe belongs wholly to the Aſſembly, 
who have been as guilty as they could well be 
of it in their circumſtances. Can he deny the | 


deſign 


OI) 
— 


15 deſign was to get ſuch turn 4 out of their con- 


” gregations, as diſagreed with the Aſſembly? 
4 Vas not this to ruin them 8 And mult not that 


be an impoſing ſpirit, which will ruin thoſe who 

will not agree with them in ſo very doubtful a 

{ matter? 

Mr. Euty gives no reaſon for the difference 

> Win wording the title of their Declaration, and 

Ithe Declaration it ſelf; and therefore will. give 

Ine lcave. to think, that which I ſuggeſted 1s the 

Wore probable. I only add, that it muſt be 

cry ſtrange, if that doctrine can be ſaid to be 

Fevealed in, ſcripture, the very terms of which 

Ino one can underſtund. 

„I found fault, that the Aſſembly. ſhould © de- 
& Clare with ſo. much aſſurance that the doc- 
« trine they ſubſcribe is revealed in the ſcri- 

F< pture, and yet not tell us where to find it 
ce in the ſcripture, c. He ſeems to think 

Y Ithe word aſſurance bears hard upon the Aſ- 

> Wcmbly's modeſty. This is his miſtake ; for by 

W:/:rance I mean no more than an intire ſatis- 

>” ation; tho! I own that ſatisfaction ſeemed - 

Pery diſagreeably expreſſed by them, unleſs they 

Wxpected their judgment ſhould ſtand inſtead of 
c| he reaſon of their faith. . Nor do I ever on 

Ot ny Lord's day take ſuch a courſe as this, what- 


mw Ever he may think on't. My buſineſs was not 
to conſider what the Aſſembly could have done, 
of but only what they actually did. They may 


ell the world, without offence, what their thoughts 
e; but with ſubmiſſion, they ought not to ex- 
$ dect people ſhould acquieſce in their thoughts, 
Wvithour perceiving the reaſon of them. 

I proceed with him, p. 19, to ſome other arts 
V% Mof his heap. As, ſais he, in other parts of this 
de Wwary performance we are repreſented as favouring 
75 inſulſitien, and as thoſe that b bur prin- 
5 Is 2 | ples 


E 


ciples have ſet it up; ſo here we are repreſented as 


thoſe that imitate | he ſhould have ſaid, that ſeem 
to him to imitate or reſemble] hat vile office, 
and its diſſembling ſhams by our artful proceedings; 
that like popiſb inquifitcrs we ſet up fer proceeding 
by an oath ex officio, and that by our reſolution, 
which is ſubſequent to our Declaration, we have been 
guilty of that which is [here he ſhould have ſaid, 
which ſeem to him to be] baſe and tyrannical. I 
cannot but obſerve how induſtriouſſy Mr. Ezty 
endeavours to aggravate every thing I ſay, pur- 
ting in and leaving out words as he pleaſes. Thus 
he has both here, and in his heap, left out twice 
thoſe ſoftening words, ſeem to me, which muſt be 


with deſign. Thus he has in both places added 


the word wile to office, tho' I uſed it not, to 


make my expreſſion ſound the more ſeverely ; 


and thus he has added in the middle article, 
like popiſh inquifitors. So that however harſh my 
expreſſions may be, it is plain had they been 
harſher, he would have liked them better. But 
to come to the things themſelves : | 


Mr. Enty takes pains to prove, what he need- 


ed not, that the Aſſembly have nor ſet up juſt 
ſuch an inquiſition as they have in ſome popiſh 
countries. Neither I, nor any one elſe would 
have ever ſuggeſted the contrary ; and therefore the 


Aſſembly are here more obliged to him for his 


good will, than for any ſervice he has done them. 
That I may prevent wrangling about the name 
of a thing, I will here lay down my notion clear- 
ly: There are two ways of proceeding againſt 
perſons ; the one is, when the crimes a perſon 
is charged with are proved upon him by wit- 
neſſes, which, I ſay, is the only juſt way, and 
that which is preſcribed in the New Teſtament, 
and ought to have been taken in our caſe ; the 


other is, when no witneſſes appear againſt a per- 


Ion, 


r renn DS. 


r * 


and thought himſelf to be againſt a popiſh inqui- 


(133 


ſon, but he is required to accuſe himſelf, if guix 


ty, and his not denying his guilr ſhall be taken 


for a confeſſion of it, and made the ground of 
puniſhing him. This latter which 1s not by 
proof, but by inquiry of the perſon accuſed or 
ſuſpected, the world has agreed to call an Inqui- 


_ fition, and properly enough I think; and this 


courſe, I ſay, the Aſſembly took with us. The 


thing it ſelf is contrary to all equity, and an 


expreſs ſcripture rule, and therefore ſhould be 
abhorr'd of all chriſtians. The papiſts have 
avowed this method of proceeding, and in ſome 


countries have ſet up an office under that name; 


but where that office has not been allowed, 
the ſame thing has been in a good degree 
practis d, as particularly twas here in England, 
as may be ſeen in Fox's Book of Martyrs, in the 
articles which they frequently exhibited againſt 
perſons, in order to their purging themſelves. 
And fince he gives me occaſion, I will venture 
to ſay, that I believe as little would have ſatis- 


| fied thoſe objecters of articles, upon this particu- 


lar point, as would ſatisfy thoſe I complain of. 


If Mr. Enty has a mind to ſpeak to the purpoſe, 


let. him ſhew that the method of condemnin 
perſons without haying any thing proved al 


them is juſt in it ſelf, or in the leaſt coun- 


tenanced by the goſpel ; or elſe let him ſhew, 


that the Aſſembly have not actually taken ſuch 


a method. It is very poſſible men may ſet up 
an inquiſition, and not be ſenſible they do ſo; 


this has been done by proteſtants, as well as pa- 
piſts. Whoever cenſured my Lord Burleigh, for 
ſaying of Archbiſhop Hhirgift's Articles, that 
“ they ſavour'd the Romiſh inquiſition” ? And 
yet the Archbiſhop was doubtleſs as much of- 


tended, as the Aſſembly can be at the charge, 
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ſition. It ſeems evident to me, that the ſame. 
reaſons that. will juſtify the Aſſembly, in ſuch a. 
method of proceeding, without wirneſfes of tacts, 
will juſtify the! popiſh inquiſition in the ſame. 
Let Mr. Eut) now ſhew the Contrary, if he can. 
The grand deſign of the inquiſition among the pa- 


piſts is doubtleſs to maintain the whole of their 
religion, and to awe men from any bing © contra- 
ry to it. I was never ſo weak, or b 


as to 
ſuppoſe che Aflembly deſigned the ſame; 1 only 
pretend rhey endeavour by the like proceedings 
to eſtabliſh their own. opinions -vaſtly.. different 
from the papiſts, and. cruſh thoſe who will not 


exactly fall in with.them. | Nor did I charge 


the Aſſembly with all their inſtances of cruelty ; 
I knew they had them not in their power, an 
if they had, I don't ſuppoſe they would practiſe 


them, as 1 declare, Lerter to a Subſcriving, Miniſter, 


P. 39. 


againſt all methods of. coinpulſion, and for ds exten- 
five: a toleration, as I am; but he will give me 
leaye to queſtion whether all his party agree with 


him, till I am aſtur'd that ſome of them have 
lay changed their Wind See the Sober ADs 


4 £03 
He may think it a Joſe declaration, that m p 


believe whatever the ſcriptures Jay of the Father, mA : 


aud Holy Ghoſt ;\ I judge that there can be no 
ground of procecding againſt any miniſter. who 


declares ſo much, unleſs there be proof againſt 
him, that he has ſaid ſomewhat inconſiſtent there- 
with. If an Aria, | Sucinian, Macedonian, and 


Habellian will ſay the ſame, I think, as Mr. Bax- 


ten ſais, tis ſo much the better; and as long 8 


men, profeſs this, and ſay nothing contrary to it, I 


ſee not any ground others have to give them trou- 


Wr Saad, * 8 The grand queſtion Is, or ought... 


+ ; 3 , 


I heartily rejoice, if Mr. Euty . abſolutely 
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ee to be, Whether men receive the doctrine re- 
« veal'd in the ſcriptures? Mr. Enty asks how: 
this can be decided? I anſwer it ought to have 
been taken for granted from our profeſſion, till 
the contrary was made appear. Mr. Enty knows 
I am not agaivſt a man's expreſſing his ſenſe in 
his own words, tho' I will not yield that any 


Iman or body of men has a right to preſcribe. 
| words to me for that end. But ſince Mr. Enty 


puts the queſtion: How can this thing | our re- 
ceiving the ſcripture doctrine ] be underſtood but by 
words of our own, when his | the Holy Ghoſt's] 
words are uſed by all, but yet have ſuch different, nay, 
contrary ſenſes put upon them? I will ſhew that this 
Will not help the Aſſembly. And certainly the 
thing is not hard to be underſtood : for ſuppoſe 
the Holy Ghoſt's words have contrary ſenſes put 
upon them; is it not the proper method then to 
propound to men the words of the Holy Ghoſt, 
and to ask them in what ſenſe they underſtand 
them? What occaſion is there to ask them, what 
they think of the words that unqueſtionably are 
not the words of the Holy Ghoſt? If a doctrine 
is revealed in ſcripture, let it ſuffice to turn men 
to the places where it is revealed, and inquire 
how they underſtand thoſe places: in them their 
faith is concern'd, whereas in human articles tis 
not. I ſpeak this only upon a ſuppoſition of per- 
ſons having a right to call others to an account 
of their faith. Which I deny the Aſſembly had 
any right.to do in our caſe, unleſs they had ſome 
witneſſes againſt us. e 
I ſaid in my Remarks, p. 8. © There are no 

« men in the world, who can with a worſe grace 
« ſet up for proceeding by an oath ex officro, than 
r the Diſſenters, who pretend to be the ſucceſ- 
e ſors of the old Puritans, who ſo freely decla- 
red againſt that method. Mr. Enty, * 
„ | ing 
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ding to his uſual way, multiplies words here to 


no purpoſe. I ſpeak only of a method of pro- 
ceeding againſt men, and he talks of their 
ſentiments concerning the Trinity. *Tis plain 
that when they knew their ſentiments were diſa- 
greeable to thoſe in power, they did not think 
themſelves obliged to declare it to them, and 
accuſe themſelves, and complain'd of it as a 

reat hardihip, when means were uſed to com- 
pel them to it. A man muſt know nothing of 
the controverſial writings of the old Puritans, 
that does not know this. I'hey frequently de- 
clare againſt the method in general, and there- 


fore cannot be underſtood to approve of it in 
any caſe; and their arguments as well ſuit the 


preſent caſe as any. I paſs what feems here de- 
ſign'd by way of reflection. If I thought my 
ſentiments abſolutely neceſſary to ſalvation, I 


| ſhould have been free and zealous in publiſhing 


them, but the diſſembling my opinion, or the 


uſing equivocations is what I ſcorn ; and inſtead 


of a mean inſinuation let him advance, if he 
can, a poſitive charge. ST hag 
Mr. Enty ſays there is no ſuch way of proceeding 


among us, by an oath ex officio. Nor did I intend 


that it ſhould be thought there was as to the 
formality of an oath, which the law will not al- 
low them to adminiſter. *T'is only the way of 
proceeding I aim at, which 1s the ſame with 
that us'd antiently againſt the Puritans, when 


they were put upon bearing witneſs againſt them- 


ſelves. And the formality of the oath makes very 
little difference here; for I appeal to him, whe- 


ther the Aſſembly would not have expected, that 


the ſubſcription ſhould have been made with the 
ſame ſincerity and exactneſs, as if twere accom- 
panied with an oath ? Nor am I peculiar in 
comparing the method of the Aſſembly with the 
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proceedings ſo much complain'd of by the puri- 
tans ; Mr. Withers at . of 4 Abſenbiy⸗ 
1718. did the very ſame, as Mr. Enty who heard 
him, and has ſince, I ſuppoſe, read his ſpeech, 
cannot but know ; nor am I unwilling he ſhoul 
judge between us. . 1 

5 F never judge the miniſters for thinking them- 
ſelves obliged to purge themſelves of the charge that 
was brought againſt them. What I cenſure is, per- 


| ſons pretending themſelves charged, when I que- 


ſtion whether they believed they were, and their 
contriving this as a ſtratagem to bring others to 


a a teſt; and that they would make their opinion 


a rule for their brethren, and fall upon them 
becauſe they thought there was no ſuch neceſ- 
ſity of purging themſelves, or that if there was, 
another way of doing it was much more proper 
and expedient, as well as warrantable. And. 
ſince Mr. Euty declares ſuch a readineſs in the 
Aſſembly to purge themſelves upon any the like 
occaſion, I will here mention one, and that is, 
Thar ſeveral of the Aſſembly are known not to 
own the ſecond Article of the Church of England, 
concerning the eternal generation of the Son : it 
is therefore as proper for them to clear them- 
ſelves of that charge, as it was of the other re- 
lating to the. firſt Article. | 

When I made the motion mention'd in my 
Remarks, p. 9. nothing had been propos'd but the 
aſſenting to the ſirſt Article; for I left them buſy 
in ſubſcribing. My intention was not fo much 
to obtain ſome advantages againſt the Aſſembly, 
as to give them the — advantage, if they 


had been inclin'd to take it, I mean by ſtoping 
ſuch proceedings as are not, in my opinion, much. 
to their credit. I was indeed reſolv'd not to 
ſubſcribe any human teſt whatever, as I frankly, 
declar d; and ſo it was made in the behalf of 
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others: but yet the Aſſembly ought in all reaſon 


to have anſwer'd me, becauſe there were ſeveral 


preſent who deſir'd to have it anſwer'd, and had 


made no ſuch declaration as I did. As to what 
was ſaid to ſatisfy a perſon of very valuable abi- 


lities afterwards, I can only ſpeak upon report, 


not having been preſent my ſelf at that time ; 
and the moſt I can hear was faid for his ſatis- 


faction was, that they did not mean by perſons 


mere modes. „„ | 
Mr. Enty gives an account of the word perſon 


from Archbiſhop Tillotſon; but here he widely 


miſtakes the deſign of my motion. I never pre- 
tended the word perſon was not proper to be us d 
of the Father, the Son, or the Holy Ghoſt; for 


tho* I will not urge others to uſe it who may 


ſcruple it, yet I own the ſcripture ſeems to me 


to ſpeak of them moſt clearly as of three diſtin& 


perſons; and this I am apt to think is as fully 
expreſs'd, as perhaps it can be in the language 
wherein the New Teſtament was written: and 


tis well known that I have long ago declar'd 


that I diſlike not the uſe of that term. Bur 


my motion was, to have an explication of that 


word as it ſtands in the Article; in which, if I 


_ underſtand it right, the three perſons are made 
to be one and the ſame ſubſtance or being. I 


grant they are every where ſpoken of as ſo man 
diſtin& perſons, that is in my notion three diltind 
intelligent beings, but never as altogether ma- 
king one intelligent being. I ſhall be glad to 
be ſet right here from the ſcriptures, it I mi- 


ſtake them; and I earneſtly requeſt Mr. Ent), 


that he will produce me any one place of ſcrip- 
ture that ſpeaks of theſe as we do of three per- 
ſons, and does not ſpeak of them as we do 
of three diſtin& intelligent beings, I own I 
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am not at all the wiſer for the account which 


that truly great man gives of the matter, Tis 
the oddeſt thing to me that the three perſons 
ſhould be three differences, without three beings 


that differ. A difference lies in ſome attribute 
that belongs to one thing and not to another, as 
rationality is the difference of a man from a 
brute ; but can three perſons in the deity be only 
three attributes, whereby the deity differs from 
it ſelf ? The common diſtinction of a differentia 
is, that it is either eſſentials, or accidental ; I 
deſire Mr. Enty would ſay+plainly, to Which of 
theſe he will reduce e differences ; becauſe 1 


can't conceive how they ſhould be eſſential diffe- 
rences, ſince the eſſence of the three is the ſame; 
nor do I ſuppoſe that he will be ſatisfied that 
theſe are three accidental differences of the ſame 
eſſence from it ſelf. Mr. Euiy will likewiſe o- 
blige me by explaining how, according to the 


Archbiſhop, theſe differences can be only acciden- 
tal; ſince the firſt of them is ſuppos'd to differ 
from the other two by this property, that be is 


of nimſelf, and of no other; which ſeems to me 


a very eſſential difference. Till theſe things are 


clear'd, Jam as much at a loſs as before, be- 


cauſe the terms of the doctrine are perfectly un- 
intelligible to me. And in the propoſition where 


the word perſon is left out, I can underſtand no 


more, than that theſe are three names of one 
and the ſame being, which ſeems to me incon- 
ſiſtent with the doctrine of the ſcripcures. I 
mult therefore have the doctrine very expreſly 
deliver d in the ſcriptures, or I cannot receive it; 
and by this Mr. Enty may ſee what he has to 
do in order to my conviction. 67:19 

TI took notice of ſomewhat very odd in a Poſt- 


ſcript to the ſubſcribed names It ſtood thus: 


Too Mr. Withers was by the prewidence of God 
SY © dletain'd 
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detain d fromthe Aſſembly, and thereby prevented from 
Joining with them, yet having lately ſatisfied his peo- 
ple, by afſenting to the firſt Article of the Church of 


England, he conſents that the world ſhould le infirm d 


1 of his frncere adherence to the Jame Principles. This 


now was an excuſe for his name's not appearing 
among the ſubſcribers. I took. it for a feign' 
one, when I compar'd it with another, p. 15. of 


the Exeter edition. Mhereas ſeveral of our bre- 


thren were not preſent at this Aſſembly, by reaſon of 


their diſtance, and other incaparities, of whoſe con- 
currence with us we have no reaſon to doubt, their 
names may ſhortly be expected in the London edition. 
And can any doubt the truth of my ſurmize, 
when he looks into the London edition, and ſees 
how thoſe abſent miniſters names are added? or 
when he ſees how Mr. Colton s name comes to be 
Inſerted? I judg'd it to be hence evident, that 
that excellent man did not like the proceedings 
of the Aſſembly, and cared not to have his name 
appear in their liſts, and therefore to be eas d of 
a troubleſome importunity, reter'd to the ſatis- 
faction he had before given the people. I ſpoke 
indeed by gueſs, he having never acquainted me 
with their importunity ; but J believe no one 
will cenſure me for ſpeaking in that manner. 
Mr. Ent), in his way, pretends I charge the 
Aſſembly with equi vocation: and if I — they 
could have no great reaſon to complain, ſince 
they inſinuate the like charge againſt others, and 


the ſame is done ſeveral times by Mr. Enty thro! 
his Defence, without having the leaſt ground for 


it that I can imagine. But I really did not fo 
charge them, but ſaid, © I hope the miniſters 


* who are ſo much againſt equivocations, are 
not guilty of one in this place; and that they 
mean only, that he ſincerely adheres to the 


* ſame 
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« ſame principles he aſſented to before, and not 
« that he adheres to the fame principles in ge- 
tc neral with the Aſſembly., 80 that I. er 
plain'd their words in that ſenſe in which alone 
they could uſe them 9 ors with truth, ho- 
ping they meant them ſo. And this ſince by an 
addition appears to be juſt and exact; for Mr. 


Enty informs us, that that explication in the 


London edition, which limits the Paſtſcript to the 
ſenſe I gave, was added at Mr. MWithers's deſire, 
who therefore muſt have been. ſenſible of the 
ambiguity of the Exeter edition, as well as my 
ſelf Whether he ſaw the Poſtſcript before twas 


printed I knew not, nor did I think it my buſi- 


neſs to inquire. Tis now plain he did not like 
to be thought to approve of the Aſſembly's 
proceedings, and thereſore got it explain'd 
very much to my ſatisfaction; and if tis as 
moo "a Mr. Enty's and the Aſſembly's I ſhall 
If Mr. Enty will always talk upon as ſure 

as in a wonderful paſſage he has dropt 
here, he may depend upon it, that no one will 
ever contradict him. J, ſais he, Mr. P. (when 


| be ſais, that Mr. Withers abhors the thoughts of 
impoſing on others, and judging others) intends to in- 
finuate, that Mr. Withers doth not judge others to be 


in the wrong that differ from him, *tis an injury to 
Mr. Withers, that aff Mr. P.'s complaiſance to him 
can make but a poor atonement for. But I {corn 
any ſuch ridiculous inſmuation concerning any 


man in the world, and much more concerning 


a man of ſuch good ſenſe as Mr. Withers. *T'is 
added here: I have reaſon to think Mr. Wi- 
thers doth not take it kindly of him, that he ſhculd 
repreſent it as the effect of much importunity, that he 
hath conſented to give the world that information that 
he hath. I can truly ſay I intended him no 1 
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kindneſs then, or'at any other time; but thought 
what I ſaid was to his honour, but how does 
Mr. Enty think the Aſſembly will take it of 


him, that he ſhould take notice of the inſinuation; 


when he had no intention of denying the truth 
of it? *Tis not true, that I call their concern for 
the preſervation © of the common faith a ſquabble; 
what I call'd ſo was their wrathful treatment of 
their brethren, Who had given them no offence. . 

J have done with what he has to ſay of the 


Declaration, and come next to the Reſolution, 


where I ſhall paſs over the declamatory part of 


his performance. And here the firſt thing that 
he ſpeaks to, is what he had before put into his 


heap of ſcandal, which he thus exprefles : That 
tho” we ſolemnly diſclaim a juriſdiction over other 


mens conſciences, we difſemble therein. That word 
ſolemnly, tho neither ' uſed by the aſſembly, nor 
my ſelf, helps to grace the heap. Mr. ws" 


here would pretend, that if they aſſume a juri 
diction over other mens conſciences, they don't know it, 


p. 17. and therefore cenſures me for charging 


them with inſincerity. My charge, as all the 
world ſees, is only grounded upon fact; and if 


that is not ſufficient to ſupport it, it falls of it 


ſelf, ſo that the damage cannot be great. I be- 
lieve it was never queſtion'd, whether a proteſta- 
tion contrary to the moſt notorious fact, was not 
ground enough for a charge of not acting a ſin- 
cere part, or of diſſembling. If a man proteſts to 


another, Sir, I will not do you the leaſt hurt, 


and preſently endeavours to knock him down; 


can there be any hurt in charging him with in- 
ſincerity? The ſame is the caſe here, which I 


appeal to; nor is the Aſſembly's aſſuming a ju- 

riſdiction over other mens conſciences leſs noto- 

rious in my apprehenſion, than their verbal diſ- 

claiming of it. And this I argu'd in my - 
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upon them, when the thing is ſo obvious to all 
| | : | | the 


marks, in a paſſage he is pleas d to overlook. Whe- 
ther the reaſon. was becauſe: my argument was 
too plain, or not plain enough, he knows beſt ; 
but if the latter, I will endeavour yet farther to 
clear it-to l.... TL bod STE I 
I take it therefore for granted, that by the 


Aſſembly a penalty was inflicted really upon us 


for the ſake of their conſciences. We know not 


what can be a penalty, if the rendering us odious 


to our people, and repreſenting us as unfit for 
the work which God has called us, to be not 


a penalty. This penalty is inflicted upon us 


merely for conſcience ſake; for we are not char- 
ged with any thing evil, that has been ſaid or 
done by us; nor is any other crime pretend- 


ed, but that we would not ſubmit to a rule of 


faith, when we were verily perſuaded in our con- 
ſciences, that a ſubmiſſion to it was inconſiſtent 
with the duty and allegiance we owe to Chriſt. 


I take it therefore for certain, that a penalty is 


here inflicted upon us tor conſcience ſake. Now 


it muſt be as certain, that no penalty can be in- 


flicted for conſcience ſake, but by virtue of ſome 
juriſdiction exercis d over conſcience. Since then 


here is a plain juriſdiction over conſcience, it 


muſt be the juriſdiction either of God, or 'of the 
Aſſembly. But it can't be the juriſdiction of 
God, becauſe he has never in his word requir'd 
us to ſubmit to any ſuch rule as we refuſed. Ir 
mult therefore remain, that the Aſſembly have 
aſſumed a jurisdiction over our conſciences. 

I faid in my Remarks, p. 13. The deſign 
of all their proceedings within doors, is evident- 
« ly to fix an odium upon all thoſe who will not 


© tamely ſubmit their underſtandings to their 
* preſcribed declarations; *” [And what cauſe 


could Mr. Enty have to reckon this a ſcandal caſt 
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the world 7] * and tis notorious, that the ma- 
<.nagers have without doors uſed all the art 
ce they are maſters of, to blacken and defame 
e them: [ This I think is clear by the inſtance 
I gave in the next words, which Mr. Enty was 


fo well ſatisfy'd was true, that he was aſhamed 


to put into his heap; and yet if that be true, 
it makes good what I ſaid of the managers 
without doors, though he counts it a ſcandal] 
ce they have branded them with the name of Arians 3. 
4 and when they could not oppreſs them by the 
“ affiſtance of the magiſtrate, they have endea- 
e vour d to do it by the power of the mob. Mr. 
Enty diſclaims theſe methods of conviction by 


the aſſiſtance of the magiſtrate, and power of 
the mob; and ſays he abhors them as reproach- 


ful to the chriſtian religion. I am fully of his 


mind, and am glad he ſpeaks ſo freely: but 


he ought not to have been angry with me, that 


I expoſed what he himſelf abhors. I had rea- 


ſon to believe that the aſſiſtance ot the magi- 
grate was expected, if not ſought by the party; 
becauſe when we were in ſo much expectation 
of eaſe by the act which paſs'd the laſt ſeſſions; 
it was in ſeveral places given out, that it would 
contain ſomewhat that would not pleaſe us. We 
could not gueſs at their meaning, till a little 
after we heard, that ſome complaints were men- 
tioned in a great aſſembly as received from Exe- 
ter, and a motion was made for the adding to 


the Bill a new teſt. It was not uncharitable 


to ſuppoſe that they might have a hand in ſend- 
ing up the complaint, who were beforehand 
made privy to the deſign, and rejoiced in the 


expectation of its taking effect. And as to the 


mob, Mr. Enty is not able to deny our treatment 
to have been according to my complaint.. To 


whom then is it owing ? or who have given the 


watch- 


3 
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watchword to the mob, by branding us with the 
name of Arians? Is it not with that we are 
inſulted * Of whom did the ſenſeleſs wretches 
learn it? Was not this the malicious defign of 
Arius detected, which furniſhed the balladmakers 
with their reproaches, and ſeveral other pieces 
ſince publiſhed. _ 

Mr. Enty's informer has certainly deceived 
him: I may have formerly ſaid, what I can't 
now, that I believed no miniſter, or Diſſenter of 
worth, had any hand in raiſinz or encouraging 
the report of my being a Feſuit; but I never 
thought that neither had ary hand in raifing 


the mobs, I was always fully perſwaded of the 


contrary as to both, and I do not ule to ſpeak 
contrary to my own ſentiments. 

. Mr. Enty has put into his heap theſe words: 
And that we, who have thus procured them the trial 
of cruel mockings, would not boggle much at get- 


ting them honour d with the trial of ſcourgings, yeay 


moreover, of bonds and impriſonments. I will 
ſet down 'my words, as they are in my Remarks 
p- 12. that the reader my ſee how fairly I am 
dealt with, and that what I ſaid was much 
ſofter than he repreſents it, and did not amount 
to a charge. © I would not, ſaid J, be unchari- 
te table, but yet I hope I may give ſuch mini- 
ce ſters a hint that may be of fervice to them 
jn their conduct, if they will regard it. They 
« will in my judgment act more prudently, by 
« being more ſparing in their reproaches, be- 
& cauſe the world will be apt to ſuſpect, that 
they who are ſo induſtrious to procure us the 
ce trial of cruel mockings, would not boggle much 
at getting us honour'd with the trial of ſcour- 
gings, yea, moreover, of bonds and impriſonments.” 
Burt allowance is to be made te a man that is 
| | upon 


(26 
upon the hunt after ſcandal, and ſeeking to make 
a large heap of it. 5 

J ſaid, Remarks, p, 12. That when they 
c“ abuſe a power and truſt lodged in them by 
«© God, to inforce any thing upon mens conſci- 
„ ences, for which they have not a divine war- 
« rant, they really claim a juriſdiction over mens 
«© conſciences. With reference to this Mr. En- 
ty fais, p. 19. Now as this muſt refer to our Reſoluti- 
en; fo if it ſhould be allowed that the Val er 
is true, yet I dont ſee how it ſhould in the leaſt affect 
the Aſſembly. Mr. Enty, it ſeems, does not di- 
ſtinguiſh between a ſuppoſition and an aſſertion, 
tho' they don't uſe to be confounded. The ſup- 
poſition in my words can be no more than this, 

hat men abuſe a power and truſt lodg'd in them by 
God, to inforce any thing upon mens conſciences, for 
which they have not a divine warrant; and if this 
{uppoſition refers, as he ſais, to their Reſolution, and 
be alow'd to be true, it muſt affect the Aſſembly 
with a witneſs. apc 
The ſum of what Mr. Euty fais in a great 
many words, is, I think, briefly this: That they 
are limited to ordain faithful men, and that they 
mult judge whether they are ſo; that they can- 
not therefore be ſatisfy d to ordain perſons with- 
out knowing what their notions are, or when 
upon knowing them they apprehend them to 
be deſtructive to the ſouls of men. Now all 
this I readily grant; nor do I know any, who 
care to be concern'd in an ordination without 
fuch ſatisfaction; nor was I ever concern'd in 
any ordination, where the perfon to be ordain'd 
did not give all the ſatisfaction that was deſir'd 
of this nature. Bur the true queſtion here, if 
Mr. Ezty would mind it, is, Whether I may in- 
ſiſt upon a perſon's being of a particular notion, 


which God does not inſiſt upon? I may perhaps 
take. 


 — Tay. 


take a notion to be neceſſary which is not, or 
which perhaps is falſe, and my erroneous con- 
ſcience will bind me in this caſe ; but ſtill, as far 
as I go beyond the divine warrant in inſiſting - 
upon any thing, ſo far I aſſume a juriſdiction 
over another's conſcience ; and therefore every 
man's buſineſs fs to be very careful, that he in- 
ſiſts upon no terms as neceſſary, which he is not 


abſolutely ſure that God inſiſts on as ſuch. 


I will put a caſe, wherein Mr. Enty may per- 
haps be able to judge more impartially, than in 
that under debate. There are ſome who think the 
epiſcopal government among us to be abſolutely 
neceſſary, and that without it there can be no 
ſalvation ; and hence do they juſtify the inſiſting. 
upon our approving that form as a term of ordi- 
nation. Will Mr. Enty ſay, that here is in this 


caſe no aſſuming of a juriſdiction * over mens 


conſciences? Does their miſtake alter the nature 


of things? And is there any more warrant in the 


ſcriptures to inſiſt upon what the Aſſembly did, 
than there is to inſiſt upon an approbation of the 
epiſcopal form of government? There is in my 
opinion no article neceſſary to be believ'd, but 
what is moſt plainly and fully reveai'd, and may 
be expreſs'd in the very words of ſcripture ; if 
Mr. Enty will ſhew us that the article they in- 
liſted on is ſuch, the controverſy will be at an 
end, and I will be as forward to juſtify the A. 
ſembly, and condemn my ſelf and friends, as he 
can be; but if the Aſſembly's article is their 
inference from, or explication of the words of the 
Holy Ghoſt, they muſt ſhew that they have a 


divine warrant to have all their inferences or ex- 


plications receiv'd as negeſſary points of faith, if 
they ſhall declare them to be ſo; or elſe they 
ought not to be diſpleas'd with thoſe who do 


not ſo receive them, fearing leſt they ſhould be 


1 2 miſtakey 
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miſtaken, when they attempt to expreſs the mind 
of the Holy Ghoſt in words of their own. t 
Tis a common way of explaining a caſe peo- f 


7 2 ͤ — — — . 
2 — * — - 0 — —„— 
— - L — amn bo, = 3 1 
Wr * w + „ 2 2" 
N r a RE : : 3 F 
. © © IH - * as — 2 2 
bs R —— 2 „ 2 2 
TS « 1 . 43 - - — « 
—— — = * * 
2 - 1 eg E 


ple are not well aquainted with, to parallel it | z/ 
; with another which they may be ſuppoſed bet- t 
ter to underſtand ; nor are we without a good | tl 
i preſident for this in many of the diſcourſes of our h 
i Saviour himſelf, This way I took to make peo- || 7/ 
vl ple ſenſible when a juriſdiction is claimed over || {+ 


the conſciences of miniſters, and put a caſe con-: 
cerning themſelves ; which I thought they would || 


— > rd 
——EE — Se” * 
rn 

— — 


„ eaſily perceive, and which is ſo like that under || 1: 
i516 debate, that Mr. Enty himſelf, p. 23, is forc'd 
to acknowledge it to be much the ſame : and yet 
1 ſuch a peculiar turn of thought has he, that, as 
1 haue tells us, p. 20. he don't ſo well underſtand, un 
: 44 leſs it be to ſtir up a popular odium, why the caſe 
*h of the* people ſhould be confidered, when the A. 


Fa, ſembly's reſolution only concerns miniſters. Whereas 
1 T don't ſuppole the aflembly to be concerned, in 
| the caſe I put merely for explication, without 
ſaying a word that tends in the leaſt to raiſe any 

odium againſt the Aſſembly. I expreſs'd my ſelf 
in my Remarks, p. 13. thus: © I ſuppoſe mini- 
* ſters entruſted with the care of the people, 
© and the judging whom, according to the ſ{cri- 
* tures, they are to admit to the communion of 
* the church : and while they require no more 
ot the people, as terms of communion, than 
© God does in the ſcriptures, they really claim 
© no juriſdiction over the conſciences of the 
people; but if they {ſtretch their authority, 
& inſiſting upon unſcriptural terms, and reject- 
* ing thoſe who will not ſubmit to them, this” 
* 1s I think an actual claiming juriſdiction over 
* their conſciences.“ I am ſo unhappy as hard- 
ly to underſtand what Mr. Euty is pleaſed to 
ay with re'ation to theſe words. He harps 
4 : 255 i | upon 
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upon th. word 'unſeriptural, tho" *tis evident by 


the ſentence, that by unſcriptural terms I meant 


ſuch terms of communion as God dces not require 


in the ſcriptures; but he ſeems to diſcourſe as 
though he thought I meant unſcriptural terms, 
that is words. But that I may not wrong him, 


he ſhall ſpeak for himſelf. Nou, ſais he, in 


the general, I readily agree with Mr. P. but can t 
ſee what it is to the purpoſe, unleſs he thinks every 


thing unſcriptural, that is not delivered in the very 


words of ſcripture. I anſwer the word unſcriptural 
is to be underſtood according to the things to 
which it is applied: when we ſpeak of any wird 
or expreſſion, that is unſcriptural which is not to 
be found in fcripture ; when we ſpeak of a do- 
Etrine, that is unſcriptural which is contrary to, 
or not contained in the ſcripture; and when 
we ſpeak of a term of communion, as in the pre- 
ſent caſe, that is unſcriptural, which the ſcripture 


does not make abſolutely neceſſary, or warrant 


us to inſiſt on as a term of communion. Theſe 


unſcriptural terms of communion are ſuch as 


concern either our faith, or our practice ; and 'tis 
my opinion that when our | believing, or doing 


What the ſcripture has not made it neceſſary for 


us to believe or do, is inſiſted on as neceſſary 
to communion, that then an unſcriptural term 
is requir'd of us, and a juriſdiction is claimed 
over our conſciences. In making any thing a 
term of communion, tis not enough that the 
{cripture warrants us to believe, or do it; but it 
mult warrant us to inſiſt upon: others believing, 
or doing it; that is, the ſcripture muſt have 
made the believing, or doing it, neceſſary for 
all chriſtians. Every juſt conſequence of ſcri- 


pture may be ſaid to be ſcriptural, and every 


chriſtian who perceives it to be a juſt conſe- 
quenee will look upon himſelf obliged to believe 


n 


= 


Co) 


it; but that will not warrant him to inſiſt upon 


the belief of it, as neceſſary for another who 


does not ſee the conſequence. To apply this 


now to the doctrine of the Trinity, as Mr. Euty 


has applied it, tho” I ſpoke only in general; let 
it be ſuppos'd that the doctrine of the firſt Arti- 
ce is an intelligible truth, yet as it is only ſup- 


pos d to be deduced by conſequences from the 
ſcripture, the belief of it cannot rightfully, and 


without aſſuming a juriſdiction over mens con- 


ſciences, be inſiſted on. The words of the Holy 


Ghoſt I am abſolutely bound to believe, becauſe 


he is an infallible teacher; but the words of men 
I am bound to believe only ſo far, as I perceive 


them in ſenſe ro agree with the words of the 


Holy Ghoſt ; but I am not abſolutely bound to 


believe their words, becauſe they are fallible, and 
may miſtake when they leave the words of the 
Holy Ghoſt, and think they do as well, or better, 
expreſs his ſenſe in words of their own. And 
for this plain reaſon, the belief neither of the firſt 


Article, nor of any human compoſure, can be 
made a term of communion. And if that doc- 


trine is reveal'd in ſcripture, certainly it may be 
expreſs'd in the words in which it is there re- 
veal'd, and the aſſenting to them ought to ſatis- 
ty, without mens ſetting up for maſters of the 


faith of others, requiring them to believe their 


own and not the Holy Ghoſt's words ; and eſpe- 
cally ſhould men act tenderly here, becauſe their 
brethren declare that they think they cannot 
yigld in this caſe, without being injurious to 
their one maſter, even Chriſt. If Mr. Enty is 
diſpos'd fairly and cloſely to debate this matter, 
I ſhall be ready to conſider what he ſhall offer, 


But he ſeems to me to talk looſely, when he 
adds: If Mr. P. thinks ſo [that every thing is 
unſcriptural, that is not deliver d in the very 


Words 
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1 
words of ſcripture] I can't but think that tui 
follow from hence, that all his own prayers and ſer- 


mons are ſo, that are not deliver'd in ſcripture terms ; 
and ſo the argument would prove a great deal tos 


much. Prayers and ſermons confider'd in general 


as duties, are ſcriptural, becauſe they are com- 
manded in the ſcriptures ; conſider'd as to the 


matter of them, they are only ſo far ſcriptural as 


they agree with the ſcriptures ; but if they - 
ſhould be conſider d, as neceſſary to be any fur- 
ther aſſented, to than as every one ſees them to be 
agreeable to the ſcriptures, they would be un- 
ſcriptural terms of communion. What regard 
Mr. Enty may expect people ſhould pay to his 
prayers or ſermons, I know not; but T aflure 
him, I expe& not they ſhould have any ſuch im- 
plicite faith in mine; and therefore I ſee not 
yet how the argument proves too much. 1 
He thinks nothing is unſcriptural, but what is 
not warranted by ſcripture; and that by unſcriptural 
terms of communion tas always underſtood, ſuch 
terms as have no ſufficient foundation in ſcripture, 
The ſcripture may warrant a thing, when it 
does not warrant the making it a term of com- 
munion, Mr. Ezty and I both believe the ſcri- 
prure warrants infant baptiſm; but I doubt 
whether he does, I am ſure F do not, believe it 


| warrants us to make the approving of it a term 


of communion : and ſo unſcriptural terms of 
communion are terms, for the impoſing which 
as ſuch, there is no ſufficient foundation in ſcri- 
pture, however there may be a foundation for 
the things themſelves. If Mr. Enty means thus, 
T-agree with him, but do not perceive what earn- 
ings he will make of it. . | 
Mr. Emty ſais concerning the doctrine of the | 
Trinity, as expreſs'd in their Reſolution : This 
d ocirine we think to be as much a term of God's 
, | making 
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making, as any thing in the ſcriptures, aud that per- 
ſous can neither believe nor prattiſe as they ought, 
unleſs they receive this doctrine. Whatever boaſt 
he may make of the modeſty of the Aﬀembly 


I think he has no great reaſon here to boal 


of his own. How can he think this, when he 
is not able to produce any one expreſs aſſertion 
of it, but 1s forced to deduce it by conſequen- 
ces? Certainly were this as much a term of 
God's making -as any other, it would be as ex- 
preſly and poſitively aſſerted as any other, and 

ood men would have no diſpute about it. But 
I this be a term of God's making, why ſhould 
it not ſuffice to expreſs it in thoſe very words 
wherein he has made it a term ? Nor is it the 
queſtion, whether perſons can believe or practice 
as they ought unleſs they receive this doctrine, 
which is true of the caſe I mention'd before, 
infant baptiſm ; but whether without receiving 
this doctrine, they may not believe and e 
enough to get to heaven, and to qualify them 
for the communion of the church. And if Mr. 
Euty means here that they cannot; why ſhould 
he be ſo offended with me, when he ſuppos'd 


that I brought in the caſe of the people to ſtir 


up a popular odium? If the Aſſembly is of his 
mind, as he here ſpeaks in their name, where 


had been the hurt, if I had, tho' I did not re- 
preſent them as being of the ſame mind with 


reference to the people and to miniſters? Nor 
can I ſee how the Aſſembly can, according to 
Mr. Enty, be excuſable, if they do not as much 
inſiſt upon the people's aſſent, as they have done 
upon miniſters; but I will leave the world to 
judge what muſt be the reaſon of their making 
a difference, ſince they hold the thing neceſſary 
for both. . 11 5 

[ol 


I believe the meaning of the Holy Ghoſt may be 
expreſs d in human words, But I believe no human 
words may be made a teſt of chriſtians faith; 
and when I ſee men attempt this, I think my 
ſelf bound to oppoſe them. And had the Aſſem- 


bly propos'd a teſt in words of my own, that I | 


had juſt before us'd, I would have been the firſt 
man to oppoſe it, and would have refus d to ſub- 
ſcribe it: ſo that it is all one to me in this caſe, 
whether the ſenſe of the Holy Ghoſt is happily, 
or unhappily, expreſs'd in their forms; as long as 
his ſenſe is not expreſs'd in his own words, no 
man, or body of men, has a right to require my 
aſſent. And therefore till the Aſſembly, or Mr. 
Enty for them, do make out the right they have 
ro inſiſt upon our believing human compoſures, 


we think they are without excuſe; and as to our- 


ſelves, we apprehend not that we need any, for 
believing that the ſcripture doctrine of the Tri- 
nity 1s better expreſs'd by the Holy Ghoſt in his 
own words, than in their forms, and that there- 
fore they are more fit to be a teſt. | 

I grant the profeſſion which qualifies for com- 
munion muſt be a credible one, and perſons may 
be tried whether they underſtand and believe the 
neceſſary articles of faith; but then this trial 
ſhould be made by examining them upon the 
ſcriptures, and not upon human articles, which, 
are no rule of their faith. Farther, when per- 
ſons are actually in communion, I fee no right 
miniſters have to proceed againlt them, or to put 
them from the communion, unlefs they can prove 


upon them ſomewhat that unfits them for it; 


and therefore the Aſſembly's 1 a teſt upon 
us, who were already receiv'd miniſters, and the 


diſgracing us for not agreeing to it, tho' they 
had nothing to charge us with, appear to me 
Minexcuſable; W 
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Mr. Enty puts ſeveral caſes, wherein he ſup- 


poſes he has proof againſt perſons as his ground 


of rejecting them ; theſe I am not properly con- 
cern'd in, becauſe I ſpeak of ſuch caſes wherein 


I ſuppoſe they have none. However I will ſay 


ſomewhat briefly of them. The fundamental 
and neceſſary articles of the chriſtian faith I 
take to be few, and very plainly laid down in the 
ſcriptures; where therefore I find a perſon un- 
derſtands and afſents to theſe as there deliver'd, 
I have nothing more to inſiſt on, as to matters 
of faith. The great deſign, if I miſtake not, of 
all the accounts which are given in ſcripture of 
the Father, Son, and Holy Ghoſt, is to induce 


men to come to God, through Jeſus Chriſt the 


only mediator, by the aſſiſtance of the Spirit: 
where I find a credible profeſſion of perſons do- 
ing this, T am for receiving them, however they 
may differ in their ſpeculations concerning ab- 
ſtruſer matters, wherein J apprehend good men 
may not be agreed. If men ſet up other me- 
diators beſide Chriſt, or practice idolatry, I have 


a warrant for rejecting them; but I have no 


warrant at all to reje& men for not believing 
human articles; and if I make that a term of 
communion which God has not, I really aſſume 
a juriſdiction over mens conſciences, tho' I may 
think I do not, becauſe I am verily perſuaded 
God has made it ſuch a term. : 

Mr. Enty applies the ſame caſes to the ordi- 


nation of miniſters, and the ſame anſwer ſerves 


to what he ſais. While he has an apprehenſion 
of the deſtructiveneſs of a man's principles, he 
can't concur in his ordination ; but if he mi- 
ſtakes his principles, he aſſumes a juriſdiction 


over his conſcience, by infiſting upon his re- 


nouncing them, in order to his being ordain'd. 


I will put a caſe to him, which I have been in- 


form'd 


up- 
nd 


on- 
ein 
ſay 
al 
1 
the 
un- 
'd, 
ers 


4 


form'd has been true in fact. A perſon offer d 
himſelf to a certain Aſſembly to be licens'd or 
ordain d, I can't ſay which, and being ask'd that 
queſtion, Whether the covenant of grace was 
conditional? he anſwer' d in the affirmative. In 
was put to him again, and he requir'd to depart 
from his former anſwer, but perſiſting in it he 
was rejected. No doubt the refufers thought 


him in a great error, and that God inſiſted upon 


it as a neceflary term of ordination, that a man 


of [ſhould believe the covenant of grace was not 
offi conditional, and that the miniſtry of ſuch an one 


Ice 


would be extremely hurtful to the ſouls of men, 
c. but will Mr. Ezty therefore ſay, they did not 
herein aſſume a juriſdiction over the poor man's 
conſcience? Let Mr. Enty then ſhew, where 


God has made our belief of ſuch forms, as the 


Aſſembly inſiſted on, a term of communion, or a 
neceſſary qualification tor the miniſtry, or elſe I 
think he ought to acknowledge the juſtice of my 
charge. When wickedueſs is prov'd upon men, 


tis a juſt bar to ordination, or a cauſe of ejecting 


men that are ordaind ; and in this caſe men 
muſt thank themſelves for what they ſuffer : but 


when perſons have us'd all the proper means of 
gaining information, and at laſt ſee the point in 


diſpute between good chriſtians to be doubtful, 
or . perhaps are convinced that the truth lies a- 
mong the ſmaller number, they are not in my 


Japprehenſion in any fault at all; and therefore I 


cannot ſee what room there can be for any pu- 
niſhment, or how there can be any inflicted by 


men, without their aſſuming a juriſdiction over 
11 conſcience. 5 | | 


In my Remarks, p. 16, 17. I gave a clear in- 


{ſtance of the papiſts practice, and their way of 


defending themſelves, which is juſt like what is 


now ſo common among proteſtants. I would 
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(369 
beg the reader to review it, and then read the 
four pages Mr. Enty has beſtow'd upon it, with- 
out ſaying ſo much as one word to the purpoſe. 
I ſhall therefore wave the conſideration of them, 
tho” he has given me ſeveral advantages againſt 
himſelf in them. | 3 

P. 28. he comes to conſider the objection I 
made againſt the Engliſb in which their reſolution 
is expreſs'd, and here he ſpeaks by way of 
excuſe, not being able to diſown, I ſuppoſe, that 
it was ill expreſſed. He needed not to have taken 
any pains to tell us what the Aſſembly meant, 
unleſs he could have cleared the Erg/i/h a little 
better. He may believe me, tho' he ſeems not 
to do it; I aflure him I puzzled my ſelf to find 
out another conſtruction of the words, and it 
was for this reaſon, that if I had been able to 
find one, I might not wrong the Aſſembly, by 

putting ſuch an one upon their words as ſounded 
harſh to me, eſpecially when proceeding from 
ſuch a body of men. = ” 

I gave my reaſons why I could not ſubſcribe 
the things propoſed : one was © becauſe ſince 
I have underſtood my chriſtian liberty, better 
e than I did ſome years ago, I am utterly a- 
&© gainſt ſubſcribing any teſts that are not in 
ce ſcripture words.” This, he ſais, mizht have 
been of ſome ſervice, if I had plenſed to tell them, 
how long I have ſo well underſtood my chriſtian li- 
berty. If I knew what ſervice it would be of, 
I might perhaps tell him ; but let him ſuppoſe 
tis about theſe ſeven years. He ſuppoſes it might 
be before the Iaſt September Aſſembly (no doubt, 
if it was ſome years ago; it being not quite a 
year ago when either I, or Mr. Ezty wrote) when 
moſt of the miniſters declared their faith as to the 
doctrine of the Trinity, and I among the reſt, in 
other than fcripture words, I did ſo, nor do I 

apprehend 
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(37) 
apprehend my ſelf guilty of any inconſiſtence; 
for had my own declaration been offer'd as a teſt, 
I would as I ſaid before, have refuſed to ſub- 
{ſcribe it. And I aſſure him, had I thought the 
article propoſed ever ſo agreeable to ſcripture, I 
would haye refuſed it, for the reaſon I have 
already given. How my declatation might fink 
me in Mr. Enty's and his friends opinion, I 
know not, nor am ] ſolicitous to inquire ; I have 
an entire ſatisfaction in what I then ſaid, and 


ſet light by the cenſures of thoſe who have no- 


thing to object. If J had fad the ſame notion 
of the importance of mens being of one opinion 
or the other, that Mr. Enty and his friends have, 
I might be thought obliged to ſpeak out; but 


how any could think me obliged to it, when I 


have publicly declared I have not, is Mr. Enty's 


buſineſs to inquire. See my Letter to a ſubſcribing 


MAmiſter, p. 27. | 

I took notice of the alteration in the col- 
lective ſenſe (as they call it) of the September Aſ- 
ſembly, which I ſuppoſed made in favour of 


thoſe, who hold Chrift is only called the Son 


of God upon the account of his incarnation 
and reſurrection. Mr. Exty pretends that this 
was not the reaſon: Fr, ſais he, foould it 
be never ſo true, that tis the opinion of ſome | he 
might have ſaid of all, for I dare ſay he can't 
except ſo much as himſelt ] that Chrift is called 


the Son of God, upon the account of his incaraation 


and reſurrection ; yet 1 dont know that tis the 
opinion of any, that he is called ſo only upon this 
account. It Mr. Enty don't know this, I know 


that it is, or at leaſt was the opinion of ſome; 
and I think I may reckon all thoſe included, 


who have denied his eternal generation. And 
if the received doctrine of the Frinity be founded 
upon the baptiſmal form, and Chriſt is never cal- 


led 


8 


— F 


es * 
e 
* 


-- 


— . 


* 3 — 2 
- — » > 4. 
mo 
= oF * — 


1 3 


4 a — 


„. 3 — 

=> — — — 
* 8 
— - 


8 2 
r a. 


—— 
MELEE 


rg Sew w 


IS 
1428 


I 


— — 
S Toon tO, 
— —— __ - * — „ 
— 8 5 4 GY 


K * * 3 _ — — 
aA 44% a 4 - . 
ern 


— — 


- -— = 
—c —— 


1 
—— W » - — 


3 


=. I 4 —* 
ob — e 22 


2 = — 
Ern 
5 . N 
SED? VV 3 


—— — 


— 
* 
<> 


. — = . — 
: 4 . 

„ 3 > N * * mA OY 1 
Sond 5 A = > un * 5 
„ o. Sdn r 75 > 4 on: 7 
_—_— ” , . 2 

2 — — 7 * — * 2 * * png 4 
— <a * Va — a S 1 * * 7 


— 
* — 


(38) 


led the Son but upon thoſe accounts, I cannot 


conceive how my conſequence can be avoided, 


That the Father, Chriſt as incarnate and raiſed 
from the dead, and the Holy Ghoſt, muſt be the 
one God. What Chriſt is called in another place 


ſignifies nothing; for ſince he is ſpoken of as a 


Son in the baptiſmal form, that muſt carry this 
notion with it. And let Mr. Enty tell us, whe- 
ther we are not baptized into the name of the 


Son, as mediator between God and man. If we 


are, the argument from the baptiſmal form will 
prove too much. . 
By telling us what Chriſt is called in another 
place he quits the argument from the baptiſ- 
mal form, nor will the paſſages he refers to 
prove his point. The name Emmanuel, does not 
prove that Chriſt is one God with the Father, 
unleſs the name Jehovab-niſſi proves the altar to 
be ſo, Exod. xvii. 15. Nor does his bein 
called God over al (ſuppoſing that he is 00 
prove the point. *T'is acknowledged by Mr. 
Robinſon, Scripture- Evidence, p. 23. That ma- 


* ny are called Gods, even as many as do bear 


ce the commiſſion, and act in the name and with 
ce the authority of God, - 
< diator, nay, the very man Chriſt Jeſus 2 

en 


have (upon this account) and perhaps o 


t has this name put upon him,” And can it be 
ſtrange that he ſhould, as ſuch, have this title 
given him of God over all, to diſtinguiſh him from 
all others who act by a more limited commiſ- 
ſion, ſince we know that all things are, and by 
whom they are, put under him ? If the apo- 
ſtle here calls Chriſt God over all, bleſſed for ever- 


more, he ſeems to me to call him ſo as mediator; 


and to ſpeak of him as Chriſt come in the fleſh; 


and if we compare his ſtile elſewhere, tis almoſt 
natural to ſuppoſe that if he intended to ex- 
| preſs 
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( 39 ) 
preſs Mr. Enty's ſenſe, the words would have 
been to this purpoſe, Of whom as concerning the 
fleſh Chriſt came, who, as concerning the ſpirit, is 
God over all, bleſſed for evermore. It Mr. Enty 
had conſider'd the Hebrou, and Mr. Gataker's An- 
notations upon that text, Ja. ix. 6. he would 
have ſeen, that the words ſhould be render'd, 
A mighty God, the Father of eternity, by which 1 
underſtand the ſame as the author of eternal ſal- 
vation; and therefore I can't ſee that text can do 


his cauſe any great ſervice. 


I charg'd the London edition of the Aſem- 
Bly's Account with a downright falſification. 
Mr. Enty clears himſelf here, -but. he is not 
able to clear thoſe who inſerted a clauſe 
in the ſubſcribed Declaration, tho' the miniſters 
never did ſubſcribe it. If they had printed 
that clauſe as a minute, or if they had related 
it as the ſenſe of the Aſſembly, I ſhould have 
taken no notice of it; but I can't underſtand 


What is a downright falſification of any deed 


or writing, if ſuch an addition be not. Beſides 
that a thing is ſometimes carried by a majo- 


| rity in the Aſſembly, when every one does nor 


actually concur ; and therefore by a bare vote of 
the Aſſembly it could not be known, whether 
they who ſubſcribed the Reſolution would have 


ſign'd this addition. But what I inſiſt on is, 


that the miniſters are repreſented as ſubſcribing 
what they never did ſubſcribe. And ſince the 
matter of fa& is own'd, I leave it to the world 
to judge what name it ought to be called by. 

I come now to the Aſſembly's Letter. I a 
logiz'd for this performance, which I thought much 
needed it. Strength of reaſun J met with none in 
it; nor can I find Mr. Enty pretends to boaſt of it, 
but promiſes ſome of them will uſe the beſt reaſon they 
have to maintain their aſſertion, if 1 give them occa- 
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be ſeen as we go along. 
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fion. I hope I am innocent as to this part of 
my complaint; whether I had not ground to 
complain of unfairneſs in their repreſentations, will 


I thought I had juſt cauſe to complain of the 
way in whieh that Letter was writ, without any 


aim at informing the readers jugdment ; nor 


does Mr. Enty help me, with his multitude of 
words, to ſee IJ had not juſt cauſe of complaint. 
A controverſy was riſen among good men (for I 
can ſee no more reaſon for their queſtioning this 
with reference to us, than we had with reference 
to them) they take upon em to tell people 
which fide they ſhould be for, difluading them 
really from examining the merits of the cauſe; 
and this they do without any pretence of argu- 
ment. I wiſh Mr. Enty would endeavour to 
prove my expreſſions were not juſt, as I think 
they are, tho I am heartily ſorry for it. Let 
the Aſſembly be ever ſo perſuaded of the truth 
or moment of their opinion; yet the people were 


not to depend upon their judgment or authority, 


bur their reafons. 25 

He has obliged me very much by alleging the 
ſcriptural Epiſtles, and particularly the ſecond Epiſtle 
of Fohn, as the good example they have follow'd. 
Doubtleſs he muſt mean they have follow'd his 
example, in expecting to be believed upon their 
own authority. Now this 1s the very thing that 
diſpleaſes me. The apoſtles were under the in- 
fallible direction of the Holy Ghoſt in writing 


their Epiſtles, and therefore their teſtimony was 


to be receiv'd, when they gave no particular rea- 
ſon for their aflertions ; and when Mr. Enty ſhall 
have proved the Aſſembly were ſo in writing 
their Letter, I will not only retract what I have 
ſaid, but immediately inſert it into my Bible as 


a part of my canon, Implicite faith in an in- 


ſpir'd 
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pir'd apoſtle I am always for, but not in an unin- 
ſpir'd Aſſembly. „„ Se 
But ſince I am fefer'd to the ſecond epiſtle of 
John, J will, before I leave it, take notice of 
one paſſage in it, ver. 7. Many deceivers are en- 
ter d into the world, who confeſs not Jeſus Chriſt is 
tome in the fleſh. This is à deceiver and an antichriſt. 
What would Mr. Enty now ſay to it, ſhould-I 
charge one of the ſubſcribers with this very 
thing? What is it leſs than this, for a man to 
deny any union between the two natures of 
Chriſt, except a mere relation? But I have ra- 
ther the charity to hope he did not underſtand 
himſelf, or the conſquence of his own aſſertion, 
and therefore ſcorn to repreſent him as I have 
been repreſented my felt 1 
Mr. Enty takes notice of my obſervation, that 
the papiſts at the reformation took the ſame 
courſe with the Aſſembly in writing Letters. 
He is not able to deny it; but inſtead of a ſolid 
reply, he contents himſelf with this mean one, 
nothing to the purpoſe: This parallel between the 
ſubſcribers and the papiſts I could not read; without 
ſuppoſing Mr. P. might have in view a new reforma- 
tion of religion, even that which he was ſo confident 
would take place in 1716. And is a new refor- 
mation of religion a ridiculous thing, that can't 
be expected without abſurdity ? The puritans 
never thought ſo, who always pleaded fot a far- 
ther reformation ; nor do [I ſee any reaſon to 
doubt, that the ſame reformers who might leave 
room for a farther reformation in diſciplire, might 
alſo in do&rine. Bur as to what Mr. Enty talks 
cf, I can aſſure him TI ſee no cauſe hitherto to 
repent my inquiries into thoſe. matters, of to 
think things have ſhewn me to be widely out in 
my expectations. I bleſs God they are anſwer'd 
well hitherto, And doubt not but they will be 
3 TY F mere 
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more and more. I dont wonder that he and 
I dont make the ſame "obſervations of the pre- 
ſent ſtate of affairs, and that he may be diſ- 
pleaſed with ſome things which pleaſe me very 
well. | | EO 
Mr. Enty will not be poſitive that the received 
doclrine of the Trinity us one of thoſe things that need 
reformation. But 1 aſſure him, if we may judge 
What is the received doctrine by what ſome of 
the ſubſcribers receive, I can't but think he 
muſt think ſo as well as J. Some of them have 
declar d for a ſubordination in the Trinity; 
others have ſaid that the holding any ſubordi- 
nation at all makes Chriſt a creature; and by 
conſequence it muſt overthrow the received doc- 
trine. Let either ſide now ſay whether a new 
reformation is not here neceſſary. And this J will 
venture to ſay, that the expreſſions of multitudes 
have been ſo crude, and unguarded, that IJ am 
ſure a great reformation of them is much want- 
ed. Mr. Enty ſeems not to underſtand, that it 
was not my bulineſs to prove the received no- 
tion was an error; but it was the Aſſembly's 


buſineſs to prove it was a truth, ſince they re- 


commended it as ſuch. And if Mr. Enty has 
a mind to lay his proof before the world, tis 
not improbable it may meet with thoſe that 
will examine it. For my own part every one 
knows my hands have been full a long time, and 
my buſineſs has been to debate the juſtice and 
equity of proceedings, which did not oblige me 
to conſider which notion was the truth. And 
tho' Mr. Enty declares heartily againſt perſecu- 
tion, yet he muſt give me leave to tell him, that 
I have ſeen ſo much of it practis'd already by 
thoſe of his opinion, that I may perhaps think 
it will be prudent in me, when I ſpeak my 
mind, ard give my reaſons, to do it without 
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being known. I am become a very obnoxious 
perſon thro” the clamours that have been raiſed 
againſt me; and dont know but the moſt inno- 
cent expreſſions in the world may be made an 
handle of giving me trouble. Ee. SE 

Mr. Ent) is as much miſtaken in that, as in 
many other things, if he imagine I did not ap- 
prehend that perſons equal, and far ſuperior to 
me, or even himſelf, laid a great ſtreſs upon the 
baptiſmal form, I knew very well that biſhop 
Burnet, whom he cites, did ſo, But I confels it 
appear'd to me a flight ground for aſſerting a 
doctrine to be a neceſſary article of faith. There 
ought to be, in my apprehenſion, ſome expreſs 
and poſitive aſſertion produced of every ſuch ar- 
ticle, and this I can't think Mr. Euty will own 
to be ſuch. This is at beſt but a probable 
kind of reaſoning, which can't, one would think, 
be ſufficient to convince men that this is a point, 
the belief of which is neceſſary to ſalvation. 
The reaſoning here uſed does not, I confeſs, 
ſatisfy me. I ſhould much better have liked 
it, if the explication of 6aprizing into the name 
of a perſon, had been fetci''d from ſome places 
of ſcripture; and I conceive we have ſome which 
may help us. By the uſe of the expreſſion, 
I Cor. i. 13, IF. it ſeems plain that it means no 
more, than the initiating men to be the diſciples 
of a perſon ; and ſo a parallel expreſſion of 
being baptix d into Mi ſes, appears to have the ſame 
import, as the learned Biſhop expounds it, p. 299. 
« 'They were made meet to become Myfes's diſ- 
« ciples. Perſons therefore according to this 
{cripture notion are by baptifm made the difci- 
ples of the Father, Son, and Holy Ghoſt, the 


only three infallible and perpetual teachers of 


chriſtians. When *ris ſaid, That fince without any 
diſtiuttion, er note of inequality, they are all threg 
are on Re, Toth ſer 
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ſet together, as per ſons in whoſe name this is to be 
done, they muſt be all three the true God ; this ſeems 


to me a very precarious foundation for ſuch a 
doctrine, and that for theſe three reaſons : 


1. That the thing is not true; but there ap- 


pears a plain note of inequality as to the Father 
and Sor, in the inſtitution it ſelf. The Son, who 
is ore of the perſons, ſais : All power is given me in 
heaven aud earth. Go ye therefore and baptize, &:C. 
And is there not an inequality imply'd between 
the Father who is the giver of this power, and 
the Son to whom it is given? Can the gift of 
the Father be the ground of the Son's inſtituting 
baptiſm, and yet he ſuppoſe himſelf equal to 
him? 2. Tho' no note of inequality be ex- 
preſs'd as to the Holy Ghoſt, yet it is ſuffici- 
ently imply'd; becauſe the ſcripture never re- 
preſents him as the giver of this power : and 
the reaſon of his being mentioned here appears 
plainly, by other places of ſcripture, to be Chriſt's 
obtaining of the Father the Gitt of the Spirit, 
and his ſending him down: and that power and 
authority he received he was to exerciſe by this 
ſpirit, which ſeems to me to give a clear ac- 
count of the whole matter. 3. This is abun- 
dantly confirm'd by the account an inſpired a- 
poſtle gives us of baptiſm, Tit. iii. 4, 5, 6. Where 
God our Saviour, that is the Father, is ſaid to ſave 
us by the wajhing of regeneration, that is baptiſm, 
and renewing of the Holy Ghoſt, which he ſhed on 
us abundantly thro” Jeſus Chriſt our Saviour. So 
that here baptiſm is ſpoken of as a means of 
ſalvation, and attributed to all the three perſons, 
but ſtill not cqually and alike ; the Father is 
conſider'd- as the principal perſon in ſaving us, 
and as thro' Chriſt beſtowing on us the fl 


Ghoſt. And is not this a ſufficient diſtinction, 
Mr. 


and note of inequality? 
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Mr. Enty need not be ſurprized at my ſaying, 
e that they agree with the Papiſts in this, chat 
< believing the ſcriptures is not ſufficient, unleſs 
“ men believe as the Church believes? The thing 
is plain, what elſe has been the ground of their 
quarrel with me? Have I given them the 
leaſt ground to queſtion my not believing the 
{cripture ? Is not this the whole ot the mat- 
ter, that they ſuppoſe I don't believe them in 
that ſenſe they put upon them ? I impoſe my 
faith upon no man, tho' tis evident they do 
their's. Mr. Enty confounds things here: when 
I talk of an implicit faith I mean, what all the 
world means, a believing a doctrine becauſe an- 


other believes it; whereas he talks of it, as tho 


it ſignified a taking men's word for their being 
ſound in the faith. This I dont take to be a 
matter of faith properly, but of charity, where 
we have no proof of the contrary. And whereas 
he ſais, I cant, he believes, mention the man among 


them that is ſo much fer an implicit faith, as I and 


my brethren, he is guilty of a ſtrange overlight ; 
for in that very place, p. 21. I actually men- 
tion one who declares for a faith in the catho- 
lic Church, which I take to be the popiſh notion. 
Mr. Enty miſrepreſents me, when he ſais, I will 
not declare my faith; which I retuſe not, when 
any that have a right to demand it concerning 


any neceſſary article of faith, and as he knows 


himſelf have not refuſed to do it upon this very 
point; and 'tis very ſtrange we ſhould be for 
an implicit faith, when we are ſaid to hide our 

own faith. _ 7 
Mr. Enty will not find that I am for advancing 
any notion, and expecting men ſhould receive it, 
without attempting to prove it by ſcripture; 
but if I think not any one particular notion is 
abſolutely neceſſary concerning the Trinity, 05 
FRE . - | ; that 
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that men may be good men who hold on either 
ſide, and therefore chuſe not to meddle with it; 
they ought either to proceed againſt me for 
this as a crime, or elſe not to blame me for what 
I do. I deny that Dr. Clark has reviv'd Aria- 
niſm ; nor do I like Mr. Enty the better for 
charging him therewith. And if we formerly 
underſtood things leſs than we do, I hope our 
improvement will not be reckon'd any fault. For 


my own part, tho' I always had a high venera- 


tion for the ſcriptures, yet I muſt acknowledge 
that I had once too great a veneration for hu- 
man forms; and I can aſſure him that as this has 
abated, my veneration for the ſcriptures has 
greatly increas'd; and I am perſuaded the ſame 
is true of my brethren, tho* Mr. Enty does very 
meanly inſinuate the contrary, when he ſais, he 


can't think but we had, at leaſt, as great a venera- 


tion for the ſcriptures then [at our ordination] as 
we have now. We are beit judges in the caſe ; 


and I believe it would not be uncharitable in 
me in this reſpe& to ſay to them with the Apo- 


ſtle, Brethren be ye as 1 am; for I was as ye are. 


I faid in my Remarks, p. 22. © The deſign of 


tte this Letter is evidently to prejudice people a- 
© gainſt our perſous, books, and doctrines, who would 
ce not ſubſcribe with them; not the leaſt hint is 


* given that our doctrines ſhould be tried and 
* examin'd, but rather are the people warn'd 


33 


* againſt hearing us. Mr. Enty makes a di- 
ſtinction between our perſons, and our books, and 
doftrines. But the Letter made none, as the words 
I refer to ſhew. See their Account, p. 14. 1 
paſs over here his mean reflections upon my ſelf, 
which J have given him no ground for. What I 
complain of is, that they have encouraged a pre- 
judice in the people againſt us, without being 


able to charge us with any thing criminal. Nor 


is 


— 


8 
is it enough to ſay, we know how to ſatisfy the 
people, if we hold no ſuch errors; becauſe the very 
courſe they have taken is contrary to an . 
rule of the Apoſtle, as I have elſewhere proved. 
And *tis evident the deſign of the Letter is to 
prevent people's hearing us at all, and not to 
direct them to hear us no more, when once we 
preach any thing diſagreeable to the goſpel. And 
if they are ſo deſirous of hearing in order to their 
judging, we were not more backward than our 
neighbours to give them an opportunity, and 
only claim'd the ſame privilege we were willing 
to allow them, to judge for ourſelves what twas 
proper for us to ſay, ſubmitting it to the exami- 
nation of all that hear us. I wonder that a 
man ſhould be ſo conſtant in talking things fo- 
reign to the purpole. _ 

I ſaid: Not one of us can be charged with 
delivering any one error; the utmoſt they have 
© to ſay againſt me, the moſt obnoxious of all, 
<« being, that I have declared for a ſubordination 
© of the Son to the Father.” He thinks, few 
of us but have declared for a ſubordination, as well as 
J. But I believe twould be hard for him to 
prove it; and I really doubt the truth of it. 
But the ſubordination he pretends I plead for, 
brings down. our Saviour to the leuel of a creature. 
That may be the confequence he draws, but 1 
am not concern'd in it, till I own it. I have 
denied the conſequence, what then have any to 
do to impute it to me? By the ſame reaſon there 
are thoſe in the Aſſembly who ſhould endeavour 
to prejudice people againſt many of the ſubſcri- 
bers themſelvers; for as ſome hold a ſubordina- 
tion, ſo others aſſert that any ſubordination of 
Chriſt but as man makes him a creature. Nor 
do I believe Mr. Euty is able to name one of us 
that ever ſaid, Chriſt is no more than a creature. 
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If he can tell me of a nonſubſcriber her, I can tell 


him, I believe; of a ſubſcriber, who has faid the 
Son and the Holy Ghoſt were no more than the 


wiſdom and power of God; but I declare I 
know not one nonſubſcriber, who pretends to be of 


that notion. Suppoſe I ſaid I could not give 
glory to the Holy Ghoſt, did I not give my rea- 
{on for it; becauſe we have neither direction, nor 
example for it in the ſcripure? Have I not all 


along profeſs'd I am ready to alter my practice; 
| When either of theſe is produced? Can he charge 
me with delivering an error in this? Was not this 
true? And did not I certainly know it? Suppoſe it 


be an error to ſay, "Tis unlawful to give glory 


to the Holy Ghoſt, yet they can't charge me 
with delivering it, ſince I only ſpoke of my not 


being ſatisfied to do it. And had they any one 


_ error to charge us with, why did they not ren- 
der their proceedings more . unexceptionable by 
grounding them upon that, and Se their 


proofs, rather than take ſuch an utterly unſcriptu- 
ral way as they have done? „ 

I complain d that © inſtead of bringing # 
« charge againſt us, they cite two Treatiſes; and 
“if the miniſters don't happen to agree with 
them, they have made an outcry againſt them 
« for nothing at all. I took notice that as the 


s miniſters never declared for one of them, ſo 
«< the words «were not a fair citation of the 
« other.” Mr. Ezty here ſeems to think he has 


an advantage, becauſe I have not declared againſt 
what theſe authors ſay. To which I anſwer, 


That whatever opportunity I had for it, I could 
ſee no obligation at all I was under to do it, 
unleſs it were in 9 to the Aſſembly; 


and how far that ought to have moved me, Mr. 
Euty may eaſily judge eſpecially if he will but 
allow for. What was my opinion, that the very 
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courſe they were taking was an invaſion of my 
liberty, a ſubverſion of an apoſtolical canon, 
and a ſetting up- themſelves to be maſters of my 
faith ; which I thought I could not allow, con- 
ſiſtently with the allegiance I-owe to Chriſt. 

Mr. Euty is pleaſed here to cite a paſſage of 
mine upon another occaſion, which he thinks 
parallel to this. I was anſwering ons that tax'd 
the Diflenters with an eagerneſs after blood aud re- 
wenge, Which J took to be an unfriendly reflection 
upon the preſent government, if I gueſs'd right 
at his meaning. When he did not, as I thought, 
anſwer my objection, I ſaid : © If I miſtook his 
% meaning, Which I can't yet perceive I did, it 
« had been eaſy for him to have clear'd himſelf, 
« if he could declare himſelt- an hearty friend to 
« the preſent government: But whether he has 


ce done fo, I leave to the readers judgment. 


<« The artful way he uſes to avoid declaring 
« himſelt upon this occaſion, will perhaps ſtreng- 
« then the ſuſpicion of him with ſome people; 
e but I ſhall not judge of his reaſons for it. I 
<« ſhall only ſay, if he is a hearty friend to King 
© George, and an enemy to the cauſe of the pre- 
«© tender, he had a fair opportunity of teſtity- 
« ing it. — And I afterwards ſuppoſe that 


his reaſon might be © that he might nor difoblige 
c ſome of his fraternity, who might be of ano- 


© ther mind from him.“ How vallly different 
this is from the caſe Mr. Exty is upon, is obvi- 
ous. I am not call'd upon to defend any excep- 


tionable expreſſions of mine; an endeavour is 


uſed againſt me to fix the charge of hereſy upon 

me, and all for my not aflenting to an human 

teſt, which I thought it unlav ful for me to aſ- 

ſent to. 5 | 

There are ſome faults I found with their ci- 

tation of the Letter to a Diſſanter, 1. That the 
— words 
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words father'd upon that author are not his, 


nor does Mr. Euty pretend now that they are, 
tho' all the world ſees. the Aſſembly ſet them 
down as tho' they were his. Mr. Euty thinks 


they have not wrong'd him; but if they would 
force him to ſpeal, why might he not be allow'd 


to ſpeak in his own language? Why ſhould they 
put words together for them, and pretend them 


to be his? I thought this uſed to be reckon'd 
unfair in ſingle authors; why it ſhould not be 


ſo in five and forty together, Mr. Enty can beſt 


tell. 2. I urged, that by a ſtrange negligence 


they have father'd the words of Mr. J/bi/ton 


upon that author. This he cannot deny, and 
therefore mentions it not. 3. That London edi- 
tion has added to the Letter the citation of more 
pages. This being what was never ſubſcrib'd by 
the five and forty miniſters, is what I call'd a 
kind of forgery ; nor can I think what can deſerve 
that name, if the interpolating a ſubſcrib'd pa- 
per does not. Nor is there any forgery that 


may not be detended, if it be allow'd ſufficient 


tor the forger to ſay afterwards, he preſumed the 
ſubſcribers would not diſlike it. . 
I mention'd ſome very groſs errors that pre- 


vail'd among the ſubſcribers Party theſe the Aſ- 


ſembly were well appriſed of; but nothing was 
done againſt them, their deſign being only to 


cruſh thoſe whom they had conceiv'd a diſ- 


pleaſure againſt. And whatever ſome may think, 
I am verily perſwaded that thoſe errors are very 
prevailing among the party. Mr. Enty would 
have me and my friends come into the Aſſembly's 
aſſiſtance in aflaulting thoſe errors: but what would 


_ our aſſiſtance ſignity to thoſe, among whom they 


have already diſgraced us? and why ſhould they 
defire to put us to the trouble, when one authori- 
tative Letter from them, without any reaſon or 

argu- 
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argument, is found ſufficient to do the work ? 
Let the world judge, whether the Aſſembly have 
not the faith of God with reſpe* of perſons, when 
the prime managers were betore hand acquainted 
with theſe things. | | 

The Aſſembly inſinuated we were guilty of 
ſabtil equivocations aud ſophiſtical arguments. They 
were not pleaſed to ſpecity any, nor is Mr. Ezty's 
word a proof of our uſing any ſuch. Whatever 
notion Mr. #/hiſton may have of the authority of 
ſome other books beſides the Bible, IJ think "tis 
evident 1t proceeds not from the diſtruit he has 
of the Bible's being on his ſide. But let that be 
as it will, what are thoſe concern'd in his noti- 
on, who adhere to the ſame rule of faith with 
their brethren ? Neither Dr. Clarke, nor any of us 
want an Jadex expurgatorius to put out 1 John v. 7. 
The ancient copies and verſions ſeem ſufficient to 
us; tho' if the text were genuine, we ſee not that 
it ſerves at all to prove the point in diſpute. And 
what are the other texts he thinks we want fuch 
an Index for? Certainly I have at leaſt as good 
reaſons for my interpreting Rom. ix. 5. as he and 
his friends can have for their forced interpretati- 
ons of John xvii. 3. 1 Cor. viii. 6. 1 Cor. xv. 24, 
27, 28; 1 Tim. ii. 5. and many others. 


Mr. Enty can't reconcile it, p. 41. that the Affembly 


ſhould uſe thoſe arguments that ave ſophiſtical, and yet, as 
I jay in another place, ſhould quit all pretence to argument. 
'Fhe thing is eaſily reconciled by the help of a 
little fairneſs, When I ſpeak of their quitting 
all pretence to argument, I only ſpeak of their 
public performance; when I {peak of their uſing 
ſophiſtical arguments, I refer to what they uſe 
to ſay on other occaſions, and tlierefore expreſly 
refer to the account they uſe to give of ſuch texts 
as Jin xvii. 3. I C. viii. 6. Sec the Remarks, 
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I took notice of the rancour that has been ut- 
ter d by ſome in their very prayers. I am far 
from being averſe to men's praying againſt error, 
or that truth may prevail ; but my own practice 


has been, in points controverted between good 
chriſtians, who in the judgment of charity ought 


to be ſuppoſed ſincerely to ſearch for the truth, 


my practice, I ſay, has been to pray in general, 


that. God would lead us into all truth, and diſ- 


cover to us on either ſide the errors we may have 
inadvertently run into. TI have a fatisfaction in 
this, as agreeable to the modeſty that becomes 
a fallible creature, as I am; if Mr. Exty likes bet- 
ter of a politive way of ſpeaking to God con- 


cerning thoſe that differ from him, and thinks it 


proper by ſevere cenſures utter'd in prayer to ex- 
aſperate the minds of his hearers againſt them, 
he will give me leave to diſlike it, and ſpeak of it 
as I think it deſerves. But nothing like this will 
he be able to tax me with in any of my prayers ; 
for the praying againſt popiſh perſecutions I take 
to be quite another thing. I ſhall only ſay this 
farther, that ſuch prayers, I am ſatisfied, have 
not pleaſed all the hcarers that were of the ſame 
notion with Mr. Euty concerning the doctrinal 
point. And 'tis very ſtrange, if any thing I have 
ſaid of the Aſſembly, can be paralleFd with what 
they hae ſaid of us. Every one ſees againſt 
whom the Letter and all the inſinuations in it are 
levell'd, and have been made to ſerve. And are not 
the expreſſions of great and dangerous errors; of ſe- 
duciug perſons from the ancient and ſcriptural foun- 
datious; of pernicious errors which enter into the very 
vitals of chriſtianity, make a change as to the object 
F worſhip, alter the nature of Chriſt's ſatisfaction, 
aud tend to ſhake men's faith in the holy ſcriptures ; 
of quitting the good foundation, upon which alone 
they apprehead neus hopes can be eſtabliſl'd ; of 
5 0 N unſound 
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unſound doctrines very repugnant to the myſtery of 
godlineſi, contrary to the unity of the Godhead, and 
derogatory to the honour of our glorious Redeemer and 
the holy Spirit ; of departing jrom the unity of the 
faith throughout the churches, and renouncing the 
wholeſome principles of our common chriſtianity, &C. 
are not theſe expreſſions, I ſay, much more ſe- 
vere, than any I have uſed of the Aſſembly? 
And is it not moſt frequent with them to charge 
us with damnable hereſies, and to cenſure us as 
to our everlaſting ſtate? Let Mr. Euty (earch. 
now, and fee if he can meet with any thing like 
this in my writings. | 
Let the world judge whether I had not cauſe 
to ſay, © The chriſtian methods hitherto taken 
« with us have been reviling, {landering, ſetting 
« up an inquiſition, and all the ways of inju- 
ce ſtice and violence that were in their power: 
and whether he had any more reaſon to put this 
than the reſt into his heap of ſcandal. 
In like manner, I think, notwithſtanding he 
has put it into his heap, I had good reaſon to 
charge them with palming groſs fal ſhoods upon 
the world, under the atteſtation of five and forty 
hands, when they inſinuate a charge againſt us 
of errors that enter into the very vitals of chri- 
ſtianity, &c. Mr. Euty fais, If [and my brethren 
hold no ſuch opinions, the Aſſembly have nothiag to 
ſay againſt us in this part of their Letter. But he 
can't come off ſo, it being maniteſtly their deſign 
to have the people believe this of us. And as 
this cannot honeſtly be denied ; fo I could 
name a conſiderable ſubſcriber that own'd. 
he did not take notice of this expreſſion before 
he ſubſcribed, and thought it not juſt, becauſe 
he could not perceive our regard was leſs to the 
{criptures than that of our brethren, _ 
IT r. 
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Mr. Enty tells the judgment of the Aſſembly, 


that the denial of their notion does touch the 
yery vitals of chriſtianity ; but this is no evidence 
of the thing itſelf, nor has he proved, as he ought, 
that we hold any thing that touches the vitals of 
chriſtianity, which, as I obſerv'd, muſt lie in 
things which are plainly reveal'd,and have a certain 


influence upon the virtues of the chriſtian life. 
Now whether their notion be true or falſe, it 


has neither of theſe properties. Mr. Euty has 
nothing to do with what I hold, but what I de- 
clare ; and ſuppoſing they had judged right con- 
cerning the moment of their doctrine, yet "twas 
very unjuſt to repreſent us ſo to the world, unleſs 
they had ſubſtantial proof againſt us. | 

He is pleaſed here to cite from my Vindiciæ 
publiſhed in 1710. what I ſay of Socinianiſm. To 
Which briefly reply, that tho' I diſlike many opini- 


ons, which the Socinians ſeem to me to have in com- 


mon with the Sabel/ians, and never could like many 
of the interpretations they give of ſcripture ; yet 
I ſhould not now ſay the ſame things of them, 


were it to do again. I own the expreſſions are 
uncharitable, which I am ſorry for, and truly 1 


was then apt to lay a greater ſtreſs upon notions 


of this matter, than I ought to have done. Iam. 


ſorry Mr. Enty ſhould approve of that ſeverity 
of my expreſſion, which I ſee cauſe to condemn 
my ſelf. I ſhall only add, that if he will pleaſe 
to conſult the Ezglih Tranſlation, publiſhed 
ſome years after, when I had more carefully ex- 
amined theſe things, and did not take up with 
early inſtilled prejudices, he will find thoſe things 
intirely left out. | 
Another thing the Aſſembly charges us with, 
and which I take to be a groſs falſeſhood, is, 
that we make a change in the object of worſhip. 
Mr. Enty comes to treat of this p. 44. I ſhew'd 


that 


that the Father is the object of our worfhip 
(Which he cannot deny) and that he is the ul- 
timate object upon whom all our worſhip is to 
terminate. This has been the ſenſe of many, who 
have earneſtly pleaded for the received doctrine; 
but Mr. Ent) ſeems not willing to ſpeak diſtinctly 
to it. But to conſider what he ſais: He pleads that 
the great object of worſhip propoſed to us in ſcripture 
is the ſupreme God. To this I readily agree; and 
ſay tarther, that this God is but one, and is the 
Father, John xvii. 3. 1 Cor. viii. 6. The Jews 
are expreſly required, Exod. xxxiv. 14. fo worſhip no 
other than the God of Iſrael, who was the living, and 
true, and ſupreme God. And who then is this 
God of Iſrael? It we may believe St. Peter, he 
is no other than the Father of Jeſus, Acis iii. 
13. The God of Abraham, and of Iſaac, and of 
Jacob, the God of our Fathers (that is, the God 
of Iſrael) hath glorified his Son Jeſus. 
Biſhop Burnet is here again brought in tel- 
ling us: © It is not ſaid that they ſhould not 
« worſhip any as God, till they had a precept or de- 
&« claration for it, there is no reſerve for any ſuch 
time; but they are plainly forbid to worſhip any 
e but the great God, becauſe he was one, and was 
« jealous of his glory.” Now let us take all this 
for granted, what then is the conſequence, but 
this: That all that worſhip which is not pro- 
perly the worſhip of this one great God, is 
here forbidden? This I readily allow too. But 
the Biſhop did not ſuppoſe, that no reſerve was 
to be underſtood of any alteration, that this God 
might make in the way in which worſhip 
ſhould be paid to him. The Biſhop always 
ſuppoſes, that the Jews worſhiped the cloud 
cf glory, becauſe of God's reſting upon it. 
Thus he ſpeaks in his Four Diſcourſes, p. 127, 
{everal times in his Expoſition of the 39 Articles, 
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and remarkable is his expreſſion in the latter of 
theſe, p. 49. Such an inhabitation of God 
« in a creature, by which that creature was not 
* only called God, but that adoration was due to 
« it upon that account, was a notion that could 
e not have ſcandalized the Fewc, 8&c.” I de- 
fire I may make one remark upon this, before 
J proceed. The worſhiping the cloud was not 
thought inconſiſtent with the prohibition of wor- 
ſhiping any other God, when by worſhiping 
the cloud they worſhip'd the only true God ; 
and therefore by parity of reaſon the worſhip- 
ping the man Chriſt Jeſus cannot be accounted 
in the leaſt inconſiſtent with the prohibition, 
ſince we are ſure that in thus worſhiping him, 


we worſhip the Father. Nor did the only true 


God perſonally, appear, or dwell in the cloud, or 
ſpeak to Moſes and the children of Iſrael, upon any 
_ occaſion ; but only his angel, the angel of the 


covenant, who perſonated and repreſented him, 


For he that dwelt in the cloud was ſeen of them, 
Numb. xiv. 14. and often ſpake to them by an 
audible voice ; Whereas our Saviour 1s expreſs in 


declaring to the Fews, that they had neither at 


an) time heard his voice, nor ſeen his ſhape, John v. 
37. And the Evangeliſt aſſures us, that no man 
hath ſeen God at any time, the only legotten Son which 
was in the boſom of the Father, he hath declared him. 
Where the only true and inviſible Ged is mani- 
feſtly diltinguiſh'd from the only begotten, who 
Was viſible and had appear'd, compare ver. 14. 
and 1 Jon i. 1, 2, 3. And the Apoſtle is molt 
expreſs, that zo man hath ſeen him, or can ſee him, 
I Tim. vi. 16. How this can be reconciled with 
the notion of that angel's being of the ſame eſ- 
ſence with the inviſible God, Mr. Ezty ought to 
conſider. To apply this now: As the worſhip- 
ing the cloud, upon the account of the inhabi- 
tation 
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tation of the angel of the covenant, who repre- 
ſented the only true God, was under the Jewiſb 
diſpenſation perfectly conſiſtent with their wor- 
ſhiping the only true God; ſo is the worſhip- 

ping of Chriſt now under the goſpel equally re- 
concilable thereto, upon the account of the in- 
habitation of the ſame angel of the covenant. 
And the reaſon in both caſes is the ſame ; be- 

cauſe in both caſes the worſhiping the perſon 


who truly repreſents him, is indeed a worſhip= _ 


ing the only true God who is repreſented by 
him. 5 | 8 75 

To go on with Mr. Enty: Indeed there is no 
one befides the ſupreme God, that is fit to be the 
object of our adorations. And for that reaſon all 
our adorations ultimately terminate upon him, 


however mediately they are offered to him thra' 
one whom he has appointed for that purpoſe. 


*Tis to him that we are indebted for our beings and 
preſervation, *T'is he alone is our God, and 
we are the people of his paſture, and the ſheep 
of his hand. And for this reaſon ſhould we 
worſhip, and fall down, and kneel before him, 
becauſe he is our maker, Pſalm xcv. 6, 7. 
Which words, I obſerve, have a manifeſt reference 
to that God whom the Jews tempted, which ac- 
cording, to the apoſtle, 1 Cor. x. 9. was our bleſs 


| ſed Saviour. What is here faid of our being 


indebted to God, and our duty to him, is un- 
queſtionable ; nor can there be any doubt with 
me, - that as Chriſt the. angel of the covenant 
dwelt with the children of Iſrael, 1 
the- inviſible God, ſo the children of Jfrae 
tempted him by their fin, as well as the God 
whom he repreſented. How conſonant is this 
to what is ſaid Exod. xxiii. 20, @c.? I ſee no 
difficulty at all in that text, 1 Cor. x, 9. our Sa- 
1 e viour s 
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viour's aſſertion being applicable here Luke, 16. He. 


that heareth you, heareth me : and he that de ſpi- 
ſeth you, deſpiſeth me and he that deſpiſeth me, 


* deſpiſeth him that ſent me. I ſee therefore no 
cauſe to diſlike the common reading of that 


text, and deſire no aſſiſtance from Epiphanius, 
or any mls. that alter it. There is none, befides 


the ſupreme God, that knows the hearts or wants of 


all mankind, or can pretend to furniſh them with 
ſuitable ſupplies ; and therefor? as it would be i- 
dolatry to worſhip an inferiour being, ſo alſo would 
it be fooliſh and abſurd. That none beſides the 


ſupreme God can originally, and of himſelf, 


do theſe things, is granted ; but that the ſu- 
preme God is not able to communicate ſuch 
| wiſdom and power to any one, and particu- 
larly to his own Son, is an aſſertion too da- 
ring for me to venture upon. Nor do I ſee 
how it accords with the goſpel : for has not 
the man Chriſt Jeſus ſuch a power ? and has 
he not it by the gift of the Father? And 
muſt there not neceſſarily be a communication 
of ſuch knowledge,where there's a communication 
of ſuch power? If our ſaviour had theſe things 
of himſelf, and could do every thing of himſelf, 
what need was there of, or what room was 
there for, ſuch a gift? nay how could ſuch 


a ſuppoſed impoſſible gift be made? Mr. 


Enty muſt therefore excuſe me, that I can't 
depend upon his authority for the truth ,of his 
aflertions. Accordingly one great deſign of chriſtia- 
nity is to tale us from idols, and engage us to ſerve 
the living God, A&s xvii. 29. He might have 
added here from 1 Tyeſſ. i. 9, 10. that this li- 


ving God is he, whoſe Son is Jeſus. We are. 


not to worſhip and ſerve the creature beſides the cre- 


ator, Rom. i. 25. I can't but wonder that Mr. 
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Enty ſhould here alter our tranflation, and put 
befides inſtead of m. re than. I will not inſiſt upon 
it, that our rendering the word æππʒ e may be 
eaſily juſtified by the uſe of it in other places; nor 
that there are reaſons to be given from the con- 


text to ſnew our rendering to be moſt agreeable 


to the apoſtle's ſcope : what makes it ſeem 
ſtrange to me, 1s, that he fhould take this li- 
berty here, and in other parts of this perform 
ance; when ſeveral that were preſent aſſure me, 
that he declared in the Aſſembly this September, 
1719. that he believed every word in our Eugliſb 
tranſlation was by divine inſpiration ; and if that 
be true, why he ſhould go about to mend ſuch 
a tranſlation, I cannot imagine. But let his ren- 
dering be taken for the beſt: I ſay our wor- 
ſhiping Chriſt, is only a worſhiping the ſu- 
preme God, becauſe as it terminates upon him, 
ſo this is the way he has appointed, and there 
is no act of it but what is in obedience to his 
command. - He adds, that we are not to do ſervice 
to them that by nature are no Gods. Gal. iv. 8. 
And for that reaſon we do ſervice to him only, 
who is by nature God ; but we chooſe to do 
him ſervice in the way he has apponited. This 
was the wickedneſs of the heathens, and tuas not 
only wicked, becauſe they did it without a command , 
but becauſe it was derogatory to the honour of the true 
God, and could never therefore, as I apprehend, be 
commanded by him. No doubt the ſupreme God 
muſt be unchangeably the ultimate obje& of all 
true worſhip, and his right to it muſt be unali- 
enable; but that he cannot preſcribe different 
ways of paying it to him, is what I dare not 
affirm. When the heathens worſhip'd any thing 
as the ſupreme God, which was not ſuch, as I 
think ſome of them plainly did, they then did 
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that which we may ſay God could never have 
commanded; but when they fell down. before 


a creature, not ſuppoſing it to be the ſupreme 
God, but only a ſymbol of the preſence: of 


the ſupreme inviſible God, and imagining 


that by paying their ſervice thus before 


it, they were the more acceptable therein to 
the ſupreme God; I ſay in this caſe, the on- 
ly thing that ſeems to me to make their. act 
wicked and idolatrous was the want of a 
command, or an aflurance of that creature's 
being ſuch a ſymbol of the divine preſence : 
for I cannot help thinking, that this was: 
that which made the J1ſraelites doing the ſame 
thing, that is their paying their religious re- 
ſpect to the cloud, or the temple, to be inno- 
cent: nor can I ſee that any thing but this 
made a difference between the Hfraelites wor- 
ſhiping toward the golden calt, or the calves: 
of Dan and Bethel, and their worſhiping to- 


ward the Cherubims. To worſhip God, the 
ſupreme God, the God that creates, ſuſtains, re- 


deems, and ſanttifies, and none befides, is the 


language of the old and new Teſtament: We 
are ſo far agreed: but when he adds, that 
therefore to worſhip any other with religious wor- 
ſoip, is plainly to change the object of - worſhip c 
I cannot aſſent, provided that this worſhip . 


does terminate upon him according to his own. 


inſtitution. And he widely miſtakes, when he. 


ſais, * Tis to ſet up an inferior, ſubordinate, de- 
pendent being, inſtead of him who can only deſerve 
our worſhip, becauſe God over all bleſſed for ever- 
more, Did we indeed worſhip Chriſt inſtead - 


of the Father, this were juſt ; whereas we do 
not, but only worſhip the Father ultimately in 
all the worſhip we pay to him; and therefore 


. 45 


there is not the leaſt ground for this charge. 
And let Mr. Euty, if he can, ſhew that the 
honour and worſhip we are requird to give to 
Chriſt, is ever grounded upon any thing in 
os ſcripture, but the appointment of the Fa- 
her. N 

I take. it for granted that tuill be allow'd, that 
our Saviaur is one whom we are to worſhip. I allow 
it in all inſtances, wherein by worſhiping him 
we worſhip ultimately the Father. Bur where- 
as he pretends from Biſhop Burner, that every 
att of worſhip, external and internal, is directed to 
him as its proper object: 1 deny it: we never di- 
rect any. worſhip to him as the God and Father 
of our Lord 24 Chriſt, as the primary creator, 
upholder, redeemer, and ſanctifier. We are not 
required in our worſhip to conſider him, but 
the Father, as the one God, of whom are all things, 
and we for him: we only conſider him as the one 
Lord Jeſus Chriſt, by whom were all things, and 
we by him. Mr. Enty ſais : The ſame might be 
proved concerning the Holy Ghoſt. If this be true, 
let him produce any one paſſage in ſcripture, 
that is a clear evidence, that ever the Holy 
Ghoſt was directly addreſs'd in prayer or praiſe. 
And therefore, if we worſhip theſe only as ſubor- 
dinate and inferior beings, with a ſubordinate' and 
inferior worſhip, we worſhip them as the heathens 
did their idols, and the objei} of worſhip is chan- 
ged. *Tis. ſtrange, if we worſhip them as the 
heataens did their idols, when we do it ac- 
cording to a command, and they without any; 
and if the object of worſhip can be changed, 
when all the while the worſhip is directed to 
the ſupreme God in the way he has appointed. 
Ne allow notwithſtanding that we are to direct our 
worſhip to the Father, that we are to bow our knees 
F | 1 to 
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to the God and Father of our Lord Jeſus Chriſt, 
and thro our only mediator, the man Chriſt Jeſus, 
to have acceſs by one Spirit unto the Fatner, 
but not excluſively of the Sn and Holy Ghoſt. 1 
ſuppoſe then that Mr. Enty will not allow, that 
the Father is to be. conſider'd as the ultimate 


object of all our worſhip; which yet has been 


commonly held to be true. He ſeems likewiſe 
to ſuppoſe, that Chriſt, merely in his human 


nature, is the only mediator, which I think is 


not true, but the Mrd as made fleſh ſeems to 


me to be the mediator: but I query whether 
he will ſuppoſe that thro” one mediator, let him 
be conſider'd as he pleaſes, and by the one ſpi- 
rit, we have acceſs to the Son and Holy Ghoſt? 
If this be Mr. Enty's notion, I ſhall'be glad 
to ſee his ſcripture evidences for it; and I beg 
him to be clear in producing them: but 15 
on the contrary, in all our worſhip the Son is 
conſider'd as a mediator conſtituted by the Fa- 
ther, in order to our coming to the Father by 
him; and if the Holy Ghoſt is conſider'd as 
Chrilt's agent, by whoſe aid we are inabled to 
come to the Father by Chriſt; and we never 
come to Chriſt or the Spirit, by the Father, or 
thro' the Sen, 'tis plain all our worſhip does 
then ultimately terminate upon the Father, the 
one God, the God and Father of our Lord je- 
ſus Chriſt. Tis not derogatory to the Son that we 
thus worſhip the Father > Without all doubt it is 
not, fince the Father has ſo appointed it. nor 
yet to the Father, that we honour the Son as we do 


him. Can Mr. Enty ſuppoſe that the as here 


denotes an equality of honour? Hew can that 
be, when the very honour that is to be given 
to the Son is the reſult of the gift of the 
Father? As our Saviour expreſly declares, where 


he ſpeaks of it, John v. 21, 22, The Father 
judgeth no man, but hath committed al judgment 


to the Son that all men ſhould honcur the Son, even 


as they honour the Father, Can the honour the 
Son has a right to by virtue of the Father's 
commiſſion, be equal to the honour due to the 
Father who gave him the commiſſion ? If we 
are to honour the Son for the ſake-of the 
commiſſion, ſurely - a higher honour mult be 
owing to the Father, whoſe commiſſion is made 
the ground of the Son's right. If he would 
prove any thing, he ſhould produce clear texts, 
wherein the right of Chriſt to our worſhip 1s 
founded, not upon the grant or commiſſion of 
the Father, but upon his being one God with 
the Father, and equal to him. The ſpecu- 
lations and reaſonings which are uſed on this 
oceaſion, are commonly a begging of the 
queſtion; clear and plain aſſertions of the 
ſcripture are what I call for, when he ſhall 
thick fit to give them. I hope he will 


not next time put me off with that in Philip 11. 


9, 10, II. Wherefore God alſo hath highly exalted 
him, and given him a name which is above every 
name: that in the name of Jeſus every knee ſhould 
bow, of things in heaven, and things in earth, and 
things under the earth ; and that every tongue ſhould 
confeſs that Jeſus Chriſt is Lerd, to the glory of God 
the Father. Which text, in -my mind, puts an 
end to all this ſophiſtical cavilling about ſupreme 
and ſubordinate worſhip ; for certainly it both 


kinds are not mention'd here, it muſt be becauſe 


it is next to impoſſible that words ſhould expreſs 
them. All the ſacred Three are repreſented as ha- 


ving theſe glorious perfections, What does he mean? 


that they are of themſelves ? that they a& and 
ſpeak of themſelves ? Does he not Inoue th 
e ae 
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Archbiſhop Tillotſon excepts ſelf-exiſtence from 
the perfections of the Son and Holy Ghoſt? And 
as having that near relation tb us, that challenge the 
beſt homage that we are capable of paying. I doubt 
not of their near relations to us, nor do I ſuppoſe 


that any of us pay them all that reſpect that Wwe 


ſhould in the relations they ſtand to, and the 


offices they perform tor us: but this will not 


warrant our ſetting them upon a level with the 
Father, without better proof than I can yet ſee 


produced. I have ſaid the more upon this head, to 


ſhew that it is not a mere ſpeculation that we differ 
about, but the object of worſhip, and becauſe I think 
the argument is decifive in this controverſy. And for 
this reaſon I have likewiſe been very particular 


in examining this part of his diſcourſe ; and do 
. deſire as diſtinct an anſwer as that I have given. 


T think I have made it plain that the ſcripture is 
on our ſide, at leaſt that Mr. Emy has ſaid no- 


thing to prove the contrary. Give me leave to 


add ſomewhat concerning what he here mentions, 


that our difference is not about a matter of 


ſpeculation. We are all agreed that we are to 
worſhip the Father, thro” the Son, by the Holy 
Spirit, and here- we all agree in practice. We 
are farther agreed that we are to call on the Son, 
truſt in him, baptize in his name, and aſcribe 


glory to him, and here our practice agrees like- 
wiſe. What we differ in is, the particular ſpe- 


culations men have in doing this, ſome concei- 
ving of him as the ſupreme God when they do 


this, and others conceiving him to be ſubordi- 


nate to the Father; the words in which theſe 


things are expreſs d are generally, or at leaſt were 


till lately, very much alike. Could there then 


be any need to make ſuch a ſtir and contention 


as we have ſeen? Why might we not innocently 


keep 
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keep to our old way, leaving every one to his 
own ſpeculations, in ſuch a matter wherein 2 
chriſtians can't agree? So likewiſe when chri- 
ſtians are baptiz'd in the name of the Holy 
Ghoſt, why might not every one enjoy his own 
opinion, whether he were the ſupreme God, 
without rending the church, ſince we all agree 
in the form? And if there be a difference about 
aſcribing glory to the Spirit; what hurt would 
there have been in ſome perſons bearing with 
others in a form that is unqueſtionably not only 
were r but, which is moſt to be ee 
criptural; ſince they were willing to bear with 
their brethren in their uſe of ſuch a form as they 
could not find in ſcripture, and therefore were 
not ſatisfied to ule themſelves? Certainly the 
peace of the church was of greater importance, 
than an exact agreement in ſuch opinions. | 
Another thing we are charged with by the 
Aſſembly is, altering the nature of Chriſt's ſatis- 
faction. I was ſatisfied they had herein a parti- 
cular eye to a ſermon I preach'd upon that head, 
when importuned thereto, toward the beginning 
of the controverſy. I may perhaps give an ac- 
count of it elſewhere. The grand things laid 
to my charge about it were, that I ſpake againſt 
the notions ſome went upon in explaining it, of 
the infinite evil of ſin, and its deſerving an 1n- 
finite puniſhment. As to the reſt I know of no- 
thing that was cenſured, or that Mr. Exty him- 
ſelf, according to his notion, would have cenſu- 
red. I ask'd therefore: Where does the ſcri- 
« pture talk of the infinite evil of fin, and its 
« deſerving infinite miſery as the puniſhment of 
« it? Mr. Enty medles not with the firſt of 
theſe, and ſo I ſuppoſe he gives it up as well as 
I. But he would fain prove that ſin deſerves 
| infinilè 
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infinite paniſbment according to the ſcriptures; 


and here he confounds the notions of infinite and 
eternal; and by the ſame argument that he proves 
the deſerved puniſhment ot ſin to be infinite, he 


might prove men and angels to be infinite, for 


they are eternal. The lighteſt ſorrows in the 


world might after this rate be {aid to be infinite, 


provided they had no end. But he ought to have 
conſider'd, that the notion of infinite here can 
be no other than this, that a thing be ſo great 
as that it can't be greater. Whereas no miſery 
can be fuch, and the reaſon 1s, becauſe the in- 
finite power of God can never be ſo exhauſted 
in inflicting. a puniſhment, as that he ſhall not 
be able to inflict a greater. Nor would this 
notion admit of different degrees of puniſhment 
in the damned, unleſs one infinite can be leſs 
than another. And when infinite 1s attributed 
to the duration of a being, it does not barely 
ſignify that it ſhall have no end, but likewiſe 
that it had no beginning. I am ſorry I have a 
controverſy with a man who can talk ſo looſely 
ee. 3 
Another part of the Aſſembly's charge is, that 
our opinions tend to ſhake peoples faith in the holy 
ſcriptures, This is ſo unreaſonable a charge, that 
one of the ſubſcribers himſelf afterwards ex- 
preſs'd, as I ſaid, his diſlike of it. There is 
nothing we ſay of the ſcriptures that tends in 
the leaſt to leflen mens value of them, but the 
contrary. We do not interpret them in every 
place as they do; they think we put harſh in- 
terpretations on ſome places, as particularly 
Rom. 1x. 5. we think the ſame of them con- 
cerning others, as particularly with reference to 
their interpretations of John xvii. 3, 5. 1 Cor, 
viii. 6. and many others. I ſuppoſe we both 
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think ourſelves in the right. Would it not be 
diſingenuous in us to charge them with ſhaking 
mens faith in the holy ſcriptures in general 
upon this account? And is Mr. Euty ſo weak 
as not to ſee, that the ſame thing muſt be 
equally diſingenuous in them? I think there 
is another reaſon why they may more juſtly 
be tax'd with this, than we can. It looks as 
tho' the ſcriptures were not thought a ſuffi- 
cient rule of faith, when men pretend their 
faith cannot be expreſs'd in ſcripture words. 
We none of us, I dare ſay, look upon any 
thing to be an article of faith, that we are 
not able fully to expreſs therein; nor can our 
brethren pretend to ſpeak more honourably, or 
more to recommend the ſtudy of the ſcriptures, 
than we are known to do. Mr. Enty talls 
like a man infallibly aſſured of his own in- 
terpretations, and not aware that the abuſe ot 
| ſcripture may poſſibly lie wholly on his own 
fide. And for my part I will here freely de- 
clare, that tho' I have diſliked many interpre- 
tations of ſome Unitariaus; yet I don't think 
that all the Unitarians together have done near 
ſo much to ſink the reputation of the holy 
ſcriptures, as has been done by thoſe who have 
urged upon men a faith which they pretended 
they found in the ſcripture, tho” they are not 
able to expreſs it in the words of ſcripture ; 
and who have recommended that as a ſcripture 
myſtery, which the ſcripture never once, that 
I can find, calls by that name, I mean that 
have made a myſtery of the unity of God. 
I know how common *tis with ſome men to 
give thoſe they do not like the name of Deiſts; 
but all are not Deiſis whom ſome zealous men 
are pleaſed to call fo : and I verily _— 
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the late looking into theſe things has brought 


off many from Deiſm, who were either in it, 


or ſtrongiy inclined to it, upon their once ta- 
king it for granted that the doctrine of a cer- 
tain unintelligible creed was the doctrine of the 
ſcriptures. I heartily wiſh he and I may ever 


do ſuch ſervice to the cauſe of religion, as 


ſome have done, who, I ſuppoſe he thinks, 
have betriended the cauſe of Deiſm. The Dif- 
ſenters uſed to take it in ill part, when they 


Vere repreſented after this rate by their ene- 


mies; and Mr. Euty might eafily have ob- 
Jerved, that the ſame cauſe of liberty that 
made any Deiſis take part with the diflenters 
in general, might likewiſe make them to take 
part with us now, ſuppoſing they do ſo. No 
doubt the diſputes about religion have occa- 
fion'd many lazy, careleſs people to caſt it off. 
The reformation itſelf, I doubt not, occaſion'd 
many ſuperſtitious papiſts, who would not be 
at the pains to examine things, and yet ſaw 


the folly of their old religion, to turn Deiſts. 


But whatever is the occaſion, and however art- 
tully this may be ſuggeſted to beget an odium, 
tis evident men are no farther anſwerable for 
ſuch conſequences, than as their unworthy treat- 
ment of the ſcripture leads ro this. And as 
at the reformation the diſcovery of the falſe- 
hood of the doctrine of tranſubſtantiation, might 
occaſion ſome to think the real doctrines -' of 
chriſtianity was of a piece with it, and fo caſt 
it all oft, while the blame lay upon: thoſe 
who brought in that doctrine, and not upon 
thoſe who contuted it; ſo whatever the con- 
fequerce ſhould be of the preſent difputes, 
as, to the promoting of Deiſm, they muſt be 
chargeable wholly. on thoſe who advance un- 
** 1 ſcriptural 
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ſcriptural doctrines, let them be on which ſide 
they will. 7 = 
| Mr. Enty here takes notice, that the Unitarians 

not only queſtion the authority of particular texts of 
ſeripture, but raiſe objettions againſt entire books, and 
add new books of an unknown original to the ſacred 
canon. If he deſigns by this to raiſe an odium 
_ againſt us, he acts a very ill part, as I am ſatisfied 
he has not the leaſt reaſon to ſuſpect ſo much as 
one of our number of either of the two latter 
things. As to the firſt, I dont think the honour 
of the ſacred canon is leſſen'd by our diſcarding 
a paſſage, that we think we have clear evidence 
never belong'd to it. For my part I can ſay, I 
was not influenc'd to disbelieve it upon the ac- 
count of its not ſuiting my notion, I had chang'd 
my mind a conſiderable time before I ſaw reaſon 
to give up that paſſage; which I then 
thought to be perfectly conſiſtent with it, and 
ſo I really think {ſtill He knows Biſhop 
| Burnet, without any deſign againſt the ſcri- 
ptures, did the ſame long ago. And what ſigni- 
fies the critical ſtudy of the Bible, if we may 
not judge upon evidence whether a paſſage be 
genuine or not? Who ever thought that Beza, 
or Mr. Baxter, or others, deſerv'd to be charged 
with weakening mens faith in the ſcriptures, be- 
cauſe they did not believe the ſtory of the wo- 
man taken in adultery to be the genuine writing 
of St. John? It is a hard caſe, if men may not 
difter in ſuch points of criticiſm, without one 
charging the other with promoting Deiſm. 

: To go on: There is no abſurdity in explaining 
one text of ſcripture by another, and particular- 
ly the texts that ſpeak of Chriſt's making all 
things, by thoſe where God is ſaid to make them 
by him, and ſo all things being made for him is by 
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the ſcripture accounted for, which ſpeaks of him 


as the appointed heir of all things. Nor is Mr. 
Exty able to prove that we any of us ſay, that 


thoſe paſſages in the old teſtament concerning the great 


felj-exiſtent Jehovah, which are apply d by the apoſtles 
to our Saviour in the new, are ouly apply'd by way of 
alluſion and accommodation. They that have tried, 
find it difficult to give a clear account of the 
way in which the new teſtamant cites many 
places of the old. If Mr. Euty has got over 
that difficulty, he may do a conſiderable ſervice 
by acquainting the world how they are to un- 
derſtand, Hof. xi. 1. compared with Matt. ii. 15. 


not to mention ſome others. But I believe twill 


be found upon trial, that we never take this way 


of expounding ſcripture, where any thing 1s 


brought as a proof. And tho' we receive 
ſomethings we are not able to comprehend, as for 
inſtance, many of the dark propheties and other 
texts of the Bible, not doubting there is a truth 
in them, tho* we know not what it is; yet we 
can't ſce how we can believe any thing which 
we can't underſtand, which is the caſe before us. 
It would be much more proper in my apprehen- 
ſion for Mr. Enty, inſtead of looking forward 
and telling his gueſſes, to look back and conſi- 
der what has {ſunk chriſtianity to its preſent low 
condition, and given ſo much advantage to 
Deiſm. I can't think they do any great ſervice 
to Revelation, who repreſent it as darkening one 
of the firſt and moſt plain principles of natural 
religion, the unity of God. 


Tis evident I have had no hand in theſe diviffons 


and offences, ſince, whatever my opinion was, I 
oppoſed not any that differ d from me. I look'd 
not upon the notion of either {ide to be abſolutely 
neceflary to ſalvation, nor had the Aſſembly, or 
> | any 


„ 


any elſe, any right to inſiſt upon my declaring 
what my opinion was. They are wholly charge- 
able with the diviſions between themſelves and 
me, who have made the oppoſition againſt me, 
without my making any againſt them. And I 
thank God, that I am not of that weight or vaſt 
authority with any of my brethren that I know of, 
as that they will regard any thing I ſay, but as 
far as they ſee I have reaſon and ſcripture on 
my ſide. | 

If the ſcriptures are the form of ſound words we 
are to hold faſt, why are we quarrell'd with for 
not holding faſt humane forms? We trouble not 
our ſelves about theſe ; our faith is not concern'd 
in them, as God has not oblig'd us to hold them 
faſt. What a ſtrange man muſt Mr. Enty be, 
who would put me upon proving every thing not 
to be true, which I will not ſubſcribe ? Should 
he not rather prove my obligation to ſubſcribe 
it? And I aflure him, I think I hold the truth as 
it is in Jeſus, and the aſſembly ought to have 
proved that I do not. „ 
I. think the giving us the name of Arians is a 

reproaching us, and this has been done ver 
freely by many of the Aſſembly, and as an At- 
ſembly they have falſly charged us with pernicious 
errors, and inſtanced in particulars which are not 
trugs. If Mr. Enty thinks theſe forms are the 
ſenſe of ſcripture, I ſay nothing againſt his con- 
tending for them in a chriſtian way: all that IT 
plead againſt is, that men are urged to contend 
earneſtly for theſe inſtead of the ſcriptures them- 
ſelyes, which certainly contain their own true ſenſe, 
when 'tis doubtful whether humane forms do ſo. 
I think Mr. Enty is guilty of a very uncharitable 
reflection upon my brethren, when he repreſents 
them as not knowing their own opinion. With- 
| Out 


. 
out vanity they may be compar'd with him and 


his friends, either for tolerable ſenſe, or unexceptiona- 
ble ſobriety, and honeſty. All that they have con- 


rended for hitherto, is eaſy enough to be under- 


ſtood by the moſt ordinary capacity that is will- 
ing to underſtand it, viz. that the words of the 
Holy Ghoſt arc our ſufficient and only rule. As 
to ſpecularions, tis likely we are no more agreed 
than the ſubſcribers ; nor are any of my brethren 
ſo childiſh, as to be ready to take up a creed of 
mine ; it they were ſo pliable, no doubt they 
would haven fallen in with the ſubſcribers. | 
Mr. Enty in his next paragraph, p. 5 1. ſup- 
poſes, that becauſe the Aſſembly tell what their 
faith is, they are explicit enough, and do not re- 
quire an implicit faith. And by the ſame reaſon 
he might have juſtified the papiſts, who are ex- 
plicit enough in declaring what their faith is con- 


cerning tranſubſtantiation, purgatory, c. But 


what I call an implicit faith, is a faith that is 
taken up upon authority, and not upon reaſon 
and evidence; and ſuch a faith I thought the Aſ- 
ſembly ſought to advance, by telling people expli- 
citly enough what they ſhould believe, but gi- 
ving them not the reaſons why they ſhould be- 
lieve it. | | 3 
I charged the Aſſembly with uncharitableneſs, 

in aſſerting their own notion to. be the good 
foundation, upon which alone chriſtians hopes can be 
eftabliſhed and J urged that it was ſtrange, that 
the only foundation ſhould be ſomewhat that 
could not be expreſs'd in the words of the Ho- 
ly Ghoſt. This latter conſideration Mr. Enty 
intirely overlooks, tho” it certainly deſerved his 
notice. As to the uncharitableneſs Mr. Euty 
has nothing to fay, but will ſuit the mouths of 
High-church in damning all Diſſenters, or rather 
in 


in leaving them to the uncovenanted mercy of 
God. And till he own they are not uncharita- 
ble in dealing ſo with the Diſſenters in general, 
I ſhall think it needleſs to prove that he and 
his brethren are uncharitable in dealing exactly 
the ſame meaſure to us. I conceive herein lies 
the great uncharitableneſs of parties, that they 
add their own particular fancies and interpreta- 
tions to the words of the Holy Ghoſt, and then 
inſiſt upon their being equally neceſſary to be be- 
lieved, and cenſure thoſe who do not accordingly 
believe them. Who doubts that many have veri- 
ly thought, that the ſcripture aſſertions of our be- 
ing ſaved by grace excluded all conditions of ſal- 
vation; but will that juſtify them in judging 
the ſtate of thoſe, who held the covenant of grace 
to be conditional? I can ſee no end, but we 
muſt be continually cenſuring one another, and 
the chriſtian church muſt become a den of lions 
and tigers, if this humour be indulged and 
juſtified ; nor is there any party among us that 
will not ſuffer by it. I am amaz'd to ſee how 
poorly the ſcriptures are here cited to defend this. 
Tis true if we believe not that Chriſt is he, we ſhall 
die in our fins ; that is, if we believe him not 
to be the true and promiſed Meffiah. This 
is the plain meaning, but Mr. Euty has not the 
liberty of applying the ſame threatning to all the 
conſequences, which he is pleaſed to draw from 
the belief of Chriſt's being the Meſſiah ; if he 
would prove the neceſſity of believing thoſe con- 
ſequences, he muſt have recourſe to ſome other 
places of ſcripture, and ſhew that the Holy 
Ghoſt has made it as abſolutely neceflary to be- 
lieve thoſe aſſertions, which he fancies are conſe- 
quences. This I think is well proved by Mr. 
Evans in his excellent Letter. ©: 
by 2 
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He thinks that text, 2 Pet. ii. 1. of denying © 


the Lord that bought us, and bringing in damnable 


herefies, whereby men bring upon themſelves ſwift 


deſtruction, relates to the Son; and that he my 
apply it to every thing he will ſuppoſe necef- 
fary to be believed of the Son. But this is 
unreaſonable. Let it be ſuppoſed, - that it re- 
lates to the Son, tho* I am perſuaded it relates 
wholly to the Father; yet can this text be 


brought to prove ſuch are in a damnable he- 


reſy, as believe Chriſt to be the only Saviour, 
and who therefore come to God by him? 
Certainly the ſtreſs cannot be laid here; bur 
It muſt be proved from ſome other' particular 


text, that they deny ſome neceſſary article of 
faith concerning Chriſt. And I can't but ob- 


ſerve here, that the texts brought to ſupport 
theſe harſh and rigorous ſentences, ought to 
be very clear and plain; and it would be very 
hard to leave men to the uncovenanted mercy 
of God, by the help of a criticiſm, as Mr. Enty 
does, when he renders the words of the apoſtle 
Jude, ver. 4. denying Jeſus Chriſt to be our only 

aſter, God and Lord. For my own part, I 
hope I ſhall not be damn'd for believing that 


our tranſlators, tho' uninſpir'd, have render d 


the place better than Mr. Enty. 

If I miſtook the Aſſembly, when they ſpoke 
of the chriſtian churches agreeing in this faith 
throughout almoſt all the ages 57 chriſtianity, I 
did it not with the leaſt deſign; I verily 
thought they meant by the word almoſt to 
except the firſt ages. Mr. Enty knows their 
mind better than I; and therefore I will ſup- 
poſe they meant to except the times he ſpeaks 


of. I own that I do not think the 3 | 


cen- 


doctrine was received before the fourt 
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tury, and then I believe Mr. Enty will agree 
with me that antichriſtianiſm began ro come 
in amain; ſo that I hope I have given no 
offence by delivering my opinion. I hope he 
will remember, that whatever I have ſaid ſince 
the proceedings of the Aſſembly can be no 
ground for the jealouſies entertain d before. I 
medled not with theſe things, till they forced 
me upon it; and therefore they were inexcu- 
ſable, in my apprehenſion, in falling on me. 
The faith received among them I was not con- 
cern'd in, any farther than I could ſee they 
receiv'd it from the ſcriptures. And I do aſ- 
ſure him, I am ſtill of the ſame mind I was 
when I wrote my Remarks, and cannot ſee the 
preſent - faith was receiv'd before the fourth 
century ; but I think all the antient and ap- 
prov'd writers differ'd from it, tho* T am far 
from ſaying they all in every thing agreed with 
Mr. Enty, to convince me, alleges the judg- 
ment of ſome learned men ; and particularly 
the very ingenious author of the Critical Hiſto- 
ry of the Apoſiles Creed. I grant the articles 
we have in that creed, relating to this matter, 
were receiv'd in all ages of the church, nor 
did I ever doubt of their believing a Trinity; 
but the doctrine of. the conſubſtantiality of the 
three perſons appears not to have been receiv'd 
in thoſe former ages; and there are ſo many 
teſtimonies in the antient writers. againſt the 
preſent prevailing opinion, that I do not think 
that learned author will pretend to deny it to 
be very different from that of the writers be- 
fore the Nicene council. I ſhall only take no- 


tice that he approves of, and confirms the ob- 


ſervation of Ruffinzs, © That in all the eaſtern 
| | K 2 | _ creeds, 
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| © creeds it is, 1 believe in one God the Futher, || ce 
which he ſais was true of the weſtern, as well. I} fo 


as eaſtern creeds, before the Nicene and Conſtan- nel 
tinopolitan, p. 54. And afterwards, p. 63. he m 
i ſpeaks fully to my mind, and ſais, This of 
« clauſe of one God was inſerted to require re 


ce our belief, that there is but one infinite, Im 
cc ſupreme, beginningleſs, and eternal God; | he 
« and that this one God, and none other, was in 
© the Father of our Lord Jeſus Chriſt, and be 
« of all other beings whatſoever: *” I am con- | nc 
f fident that learned author will never be pre- | fo 
 vail'd with to cenſure any thing I have faid W. 
on this argument ; nor is it hard for Mr. 
3 Enty to try whether he will or not, if he has a 
| deſire to know his mind, and is not miſtaken 
rr... 5 
He next cites. Dr. Whitby, as aſſuring us, 
that the antient Fathers agreed in their teſti- 
mony concerning the divinity of our Saviour. No 
doubt they - did, but not concerning his being 
ſell- exiſlent, and the ſame God with the Fa- 
ther. And whatever judgment Mr. Exty, or 
any. one elſe, may paſs upon the Doctor's 
Diſquifitiones madeſiz, I will venture to ſay, that 
ſeems to me, who have examin'd ſame of. 
his quotations, not to deſerve the cenſure paſt 
upon him, but very fully to have proved the 
point he aims at. Nor does this at all in- 
terfere with not falling in intirely with Dr. 
_ Clarke, or his retaining his opinion of the di- * 
vinity of Chriſt, unleſs he were ſuppoſed to 8 
deny a ſubordination, which I believe can b 
never be proved upon him. And till his book. te 
is ſolidly confuted, which by the way is not tl 
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yet done, I take it to be a clear proof of ti 
what I aflerted, that the now commonly mw 5 
15 6 ceive 


1 

ceived faith was not own'd by chriſtians be- 
fore the council of Nice. As to Biſhop Bur- 
net, I deſire to be excuſed, till Mr. Euty helps 
me to ſee with my own eyes. The treatiſe 
of Novatian, in my apprehenſion, and I have 
read it ſeveral times, is as contrary to the com- 
mon opinion, as light is to darkneſs; and if 
he delivers the opinion of the Roman church 
in his time, I am well ſatisfied it could not 
be the ſame with that of the Roman church 
now. Tertullian is an obſcure author, and has 
ſome paſſages that may look favourable ; bur 
when the dark paſſages of his writings. are 
explain'd from thoſe that are more clear, I 
think he is plainly and directly enough againſt 
thoſe who now claim the glory of orthodoxy. 
And the paſſages in Irena are too plain to 
be evaded. And it we may be determined by 
the. proceedings in the = of Paulus Samoſa- 
tenus, the common opinion could not have been 
then received; for beſides that the Synod. at 
Antioch, which depoſed- him, condemned the 
word su, tis plain, if we may believe 
Epiphanius, that his opinion was, that the Fa- 
ther, Son, and Holy Ghoſt, were one | God, 
Har. LX v. Set. 1. and when he comes to 
refute him, he does it thus, Sef. 3. But this 
* man does not ſay there is therefore one 
« God, becauſe the Father is the fountain ; 

« but making but. one God, he deſtroys as 

% much as in him lies the deity and exiſtence 

* of the Son, and Holy. Ghoſt. * And I can't 
but obſerve here to the reader, that the wri- 
ters Who have been reputed moſt orthodox in 
this point, ſuch as Petavius, Cotelerius and Hue- 
tius, among, the papiſts, and among Fame 


Scultetus and Dailles, don't ſtick to charge thoſe 
antient 
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not avoid it, and infiſt on the practical part 
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antient writers, as being not ſound in theſe” 


points. The opinion of the antients is not 
a rule to me; nor ſhould I have ſaid what 


I did concerning them, had not the Aſſem- 
bly led me to it, by aſſerting ſo poſitively, 


that they had the conſent of almoſt all ages 
of the church ; though I am apt to think it 
will be no hard e if I ſay, there were 
ſeveral of the ſubſcribers who took the word 
of thoſe who drew up the Letter for this aſſer- 
tion; and if Mr. Enty was, as I think he was, 
one of them, he does not appear to have had it 
but at ſecond hand. 8 | 

Mr. Enty pretends in his next paragraph, 
may ſeem, that my deſign was, What tis evi- 
dent it was not. I make no doubt of ma- 


ny who held the Antimonian opinions, that 


they were ſaved; nor, I ſuppoſe, will Mr. En- 
ty ; though we both agree thoſe opinions were 


_ unſound and of a dangerous tendency. All 


that I argue from hence is, that perſons be- 


ing ſaved in an opinion, or faith, is no evi- 


dence of the truth of it; and againſt this I 
ſuppoſe he has nothing to ſay, and therefore 


choſe to divert himſelt by talking of another 


matter. 


He thinks the factions and: diviſions in the 


church are owing to the errors that have 


lately ſprung up. Whether what he calls er- 


rors be really ſuch, tis not his part nor mine 
to determine; but ſuppoſe they are errors, 
could they charge them upon any of us whom 
they fell upon? or had they any rule to ar- 
raign, cenſure, and expoſe us, without proof? 
Did we meddle with theſe things? did we 


of 
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of religion? If they were formerly in the 
peaceable poſſeſſion of their doctrines, did we in- 


terrupt their peaceable poſſeſſion? And what 


does he mean by a peaceable poſſeſſion ? Is it 
any thing but what the papiſts might have 
ſaid at the reformation, or the heathens and 
Jews at the riſe of chriſtianity ? And yet the 
faulty cauſers of the diviſions are not they, who 


| diſturb the peaceable poſſeſſors of the people's 


faith rather than of the doctrine, but they 
who recommend a miſtake for a true doctrine. 
But in our caſe, through the ſingular provi- 
dence. of God, which I can never enough 
admire, let the miſtake as to doctrine be on 
which fide it will, we are fully clear of ha- 
ving any hand in theſe unhappy diviſions ; be- 
cauſe we never intereſted our ſelves. in the 


_ controverſy, till we were by their inyaſion of 


our rights conſtrained to it; and the oppo- 
ſition we. have made againſt the Aſſembly has 
only been as they have aſſumed a power, 
which taey are not yet able to produce the 
leaſt ſhadow of a foundation for. If Dr. Clarke 
or Mr. Whiſton have vented any miſtakes, let 
Mr. Enty, or the Aſſembly charge them there- 
with, and let them anſwer for themſelves ; 
but what were we concerned, unleſs that it 
could have been proved upon us, that we 
abetted their errors? And as Mr. Enty would 
gueſs what I would formerly have done by my 


former writings; ſo I can eaſily gueſs from 


the ſame what the Diſſenters would formerly 


have done too, I mean before the Aſſembly 


interpoſed. *T'is evident the notions of liber- 
ty, and againſt impoſitions, and implicit faith, 
which I wrote for, and were the ſame I plead 


for vow, were, before this difference aroſe, well 


received 
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received among the Difſentery tho now they 


ſeem to have diſcarded the notions, and to ſet 


| light by not only my writing, but the 2 
O 


the moſt deſervedly admired writer upon t 
ſubject. | It ES Sole 

Mr. Enty is at liberty to think that St. Paul 
thought Chriſt to be God over all, bleſſed for e- 
vermore; but he ought to give us better evi- 
dence than he has yet done, that the ſame 
St. Paul thought that he, together with the Father 
and Holy Ghoſt, were the one God, The unity 
of the Godhead is ſuch a plain and clear prin- 
Ciple in natural religion, that it cannot be ſup- 
poſed there is any thing in revelation that 
ſeems to contradict it, unleſs it be fully and 
lainly declared in the moſt expreſs words. 


here ought to be ſome full text produced, 


where it is ſaid, that theſe three conſtitute 
the one God, or that this one God is not 
a ſingle perſon, but three perſons. Unleſs ſome 
ſuch can be alleged, tis but reaſonable to ex- 
pound the ſcriptures, ſo as to make them a- 


gree both with the principles of natural reli- 


gion, and its own; and this 1s very eaſily, 
and without any violence done. I muſt tl 
ſay, tis marvelous how the unity of the God- 


head ſhould be ſtruck at by ſuch as place 


that unity in one perſon, as the ſcripture e- 
ver does, and not in an inexplicable notional 
being that comprizes in it more. perſons, that 
is beings, than one. Mr. Enty's arguments 
move me not,; for I deny they are repreſented 


as having the ſame glorious perfeftions: the Son 


and Spirit are not repreſented as ſelf-exiftent, 
and underived, as the father is: nor as doing 


' the ſame works, I mean in the ſame manner; 
for the Father creates by the fon, and not the 


Son 


* 
* 


Son by the Father: and their acting in the 
moſt perfect harmony is eaſily to be accounted 
for according to our own notion, ſince without 
that harmony we could not pretend there is ſuch 
a ſubordination as we do. Mr. Enty is far 
from having proved that the Son and Holy Ghoſt 
have the ſtile, title, and character of (the ſu- 
reme, or the one) God in the ſacred writings. 
vn when the apoſtle aſſerts, that to ws there 
is but one God the Father, he excludes all o- 
ther beings or perſons from the unity of God; 
and chriſtians ought not to receive a con- 
trary aſſertion, unleſs they have it as fully 
and peremptorily exprefled in ſome o- 
ther place. He would now fain know whether, 
according to the apoſtle, the Son and Holy 
Ghoſt are any better than idols, and ſuch as are 
nothing in the world. Doubtleſs they are; 
for let it be conſidered how the apoſtle is to 
be underſtood in that expreſſion. The heathen 
idols were confider'd as repreſenting their re- 
ſpective Gods, and as having ſomewhat of 


I their preſence, divinity, and virtue attending 


them; in oppolition to this falſe notion the 
apoſtle declares, that an idol is nothing in the 
world, not abſolutely nothing, for as it was 
material, it muſt be ſomething; but it was 
nothing of what the worſhipers fancied, it had 
nothing of the 1magin'd divinity belonging to it. 
And it would be very injurious to the Son and 
Spirit to ſay this of them, ſince it is by them 
that the one God works, and diſpenſes benefits 
to men: and therefore I ſhould anſwer this juſt 
as I ſuppoſe Biſhop Burnet, and perhaps Mr. 
Enty, would a perſon that ſhould ask, whether 
the cloud the {ſraelites worſhiped was the ſu- 
preme God, or an * Mr. Enty is, I think, 
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in the right, in ſaying that the apoſtle no more 
excludes the Son and Holy Ghoſt from being the 
one Ged, 1 Cor. viii. 6. than he doth the Father 
in the words that follow from being the one Ldrd. 


For in that ſenſe in which he ſpeaks of one 


Lord, namely as -a ſubordinate conſtituted Lord 


and - mediator, the Father is excluded. I ſhall 
be glad to ſee a better explication of that text, 
than the learned Mr. J ſeph Medes, when it 


Mall be offer'd. I think 1 have not therefore 


ſaid any thing derogatury to the Son and Spi- 


rit, by ſpeaking of the Father, as the ſcripture 


always does, as the one God. Mr. Ent) and 


the Aſſembly ought to be ſecure, they have as 


clear texts for the Son and Holy Gholt's be- 
ing the one God, and equal to the Father, or 
elſe what they ſay may really be derogatory to 
the Father, thy" J verily believe they think it 
is not. I cannot take his word ſo eaſily for 


the Father's ſending the Son, and both of them 


ſending the Spirit, being conſiſtent with an 


equality; this ſending ſeems to me to import 


an authority, and conſequently a ſubordination: 


and how this ſending ſliould be conſiſtent with 


the ſameneſs ot eſſence will farther need to be 


The next paragraph is anſwer'd already. In 
the next to that, p. 59. he is very ſure, they 
are as willing as any can be to make the apoſtle's 
doctrine tie teſt of truth. But then they would 


reierve to tnemielves the right of determining 


what his doctrine is. Why ſhould not his 


words, as well as his doctrine, be rhe teſt of 
truth; ſince it is very poſſible when men would 
put his doctrine into words for him, they may 
miſtake ir? Certainly he that will not be con- 
tent with a creed in the words of ſcripture, 

. but 


' oy 


mo in, ef 5 3h: 23: Doo oo” 


but draws up another, and impoſes it with 
rigour, deſerves all the characters Mr. Enty is 
here ſo much diſpleaſed with. When the apo- 
ſtle ſpeaks of Chriſt, he comprizes both natures, 
as far as I apprehend, and ſo I believe the 
Head ef Cbriſt is God. And Mr. Enty, I ſup- 
: poſe, does not expect I ſhould be convinced of 


the equality by that text, Philip ii. 6. which 


ſo many of the moſt learned men of his own 
fide have given up as not to the purpoſe. 

Mr. Ent) does not deny they are mercileſs 
men, who make terms of ſalvation for other per- 
ſons ; but he denies they do ſo. Let any one 
judge by what the Aſſembly ſay of our ſup- 
poſed pernicious errors, and our quitting the good 


foundation ; let him judge by Mr. Enty's ap- 


plying thoſe texts, that we ſhall die in our ſins, 
and by our damnable herefies bring upon ourſelves 
ſwift deſtruction, whether they don't make this 
a term of ſalvation; tho' they are not able to 


produce one text, wherein God has made it to 


be ſuch. | 


Mr. Enty may think his way ' of reaſoning 


to be clear; but he ought to allow he is 


fallible, and therefore ſhould not make that a 
teſt for others. He knows we believe all the 
high and great things ſaid of the Son and 
Holy Ghoſt in the ſcripture, as we would the 
conſequences he is pleaſed to draw from them, 
if we were able to ſee them; and fince he 
pretends to have charity tor us, why are the 
people incenſed againſt us? Why are we left 
to the uncovenanted mercy of God, that is, 


put into the ſame caſe, in which Mr. Euty, 


perhaps, ſuppoſes the heathen nations to be? 
If there is room for charity concerning us, 
why did not the Aſſembly ſnew it? And ſup- 
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nr 
* 


— #3. 
q 2 * 
7 8 


K 22 33 - 8 % PROY 
— 


* © 7 £29. 1 9 a a * 442 - K 2 R . l 
Ig 9 „ * % 5 » 4 WIR > bf 8 1 2 RAPS TOE HEN” A. a+ KT a wh 4 2-46 = 54% 7 n " — — » * E - 
9 * * r 22 x "7 — 2. ; 4 i 22 _ . — * 2 _y g <437 * Saint 6. a — ” a * * — . = 
4 << 4 5 „ * E ' * . - * 2 * 5 9 r 27 S J > 37 . ICY 2 — 13 - = "5. : x * — oy * * 
7 — 3 5 we * * 2 2 Re _ « << 66 © 222 „ 22 8 * 2 — 2 þ + E 8 22 - — 2 — 2 — . — — 4 Tv * 
0 - ” — - ” * 7 7 * : "2 7 F4 WOO „ WC — — 
od _- 
n a 


= 4 

1 — 
e 
* — *# | 


3 
1 


„ 
poſing: they were not free to concur in ordain- 


ing others; yet what occaſion had they to go 
about to render thoſe odious, who ſought not 


ordination from them? Mr. Exty may call it 


a a calumny, if he pleaſes; yet certainly he that 
makes the believing of a myſtery, which can- 
not be expreſs'd in the words of revelation, 
a neceſſary qualification for the miniſtry, ob- 
trudes upon mens underſtandings. He may 
deny, that they reject any, becauſe they can't alow 
F any myſtericus unſearchable unity in the divine 
nature; but the thing is nevertheleſs true, ſince 


they inſiſt upon men's coming up to what 
they eſteem an acknowledgment of it. If the 


inſiſt only upon our allowing what the ſcri- 
Ytures ſay of the Son and Holy Ghoſt, why 
ſhould not our chearful agreeing thereto be a 
full ſatisfaction? They think we put a wrong 
ſenſe upon thoſe texts; but are they ſure that 
they themſelves do put a right one ? Do they 
queſtion whether we honeſtly endeavour to 


diſcover and embrace the ſenſe of the Holy 
Ghoſt, ard judge according. to the beſt light we 


hade? They differ as much from us as we 
do from them ; let them then judge how they 
would like it, if we, ſuppoſing we were the 
greater number, ſhould endeavour to render 
them odious and uſcleſs among the people, 
merely for the ſake of their cpinion. 


Enty has not inform'd me here, where the 


ſcripture makes the unity cf the Godhead, or 


the unity of the three perſons a myſtery. 
deſire he would not forget it again the next 


time he writes. | | 
The Aſſem bly here brought in the cramp 


term ſubſiſtence; and I complain'd of it as un- 
intelligible, and as tending only to amuſe the vul- 


gar 


4 


gar with a neu myſtery about the myſterious word 
perſons. I theretore cali'd upon chriſtians. to 
adore the goodneſs of God, who does not puz- 
zle us with ſuch unintelligible terms. Mr. 
Enty ſhews himſelf exceedingly out of temper 
on this occaſion, and pretends they lay no 
ſtreſs upon the word. But if I can gueſs 
at his deſign in his fearful complaints, and 
multiplying words upon this matter, it 
is only to divert the reader from obſerving 
that he has no notion of the word ſub/tence, 
which the Aſſembly, for ſome reaſons which he 
acquaints us not with, thought fit to uſe. 
And therefore I am very much of his mind, 
that this word here ſtands for nothing; and 
when ſuch zothings are brought into matters 
of faith, I think it no evidence of a bad temper 
der men are diſpoſed to conteſt and oppoſe 
them. 1 | 
When he can prove to me, that tis reveal'd 
in. ſcripture directly, that the three perſons are 
each God in the higheſt ſenſe, I will believe 
it; but this I think impoſſible, becauſe that 
term in the higheſt ſenſe is ſo often appro- 
priated to the Father. When he makes it 
out by clear conſequence to me, I will believe 
it; but I will not then infiſt upon others 
making it an article of their faith, becauſe I 
am perſuaded there is no article of faith but 
what is directly deliver'd in ſcripture. 
Mr. Emnty talks of ſome, who hold Chrift hath 
three natures, a divine, a ſuperangelical, and an hu- 
mane; and that the divine aſſumed the ſuperangeli- 
cal before the world was, and that both in time 
were united to the humane. I query, Whether that 
ſuperangelical nature muſt not be held to be 
abſolutely eternal, according to the notion we 
| : | _ TOME. 
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(86) 
ſome have inculcated, that whatever was be- 
fore the world was, was eternal? He -ſais: If 
this notion be ſcriptural, "twill perhaps ſolve ſome 
aifficulties about our Saviour's miſſion, *&c. I am 
'Slad that avy difficulties are allow'd to be in 
their ſcheme. When we ſpeak of the Father's 


ſending the Son as an act of authority, and of 


'Chriſt's coming down from heaven, not to do 
his own will, but his Father's who ſent. him; 
they ſeem then to look upon theſe as no dif- 
ficulties: but for my part I know of no dif- 
ficulties at all in my ſcheme, that need the 


help of any unſcriptural fancy; and his notion 


ought firſt to be proved to be ſcriptural, before 
any uſe is made of it. But he leaves this no- 
tion undetermin'd; which I think no man can 
believe, without being wiſe above that which is 
written. He ſais, we may believe Chriſt emptied 
himſelf, and parted with his glory in ſome ſenſe or 
other, becauſe tis ſo declared; and yet place the in- 
carnation, as moſt divines have done, in his being 
related to the humane nature. I muſt therefore 
conceive of him, as one who was capable of 


parting with his glory; and this I queſtion 


very much whether Mr. Enty's notion will ad- 
mit. If Chriſt was the ſupreme God, how 
was it poſſible tor him to be without the glory 


Which effentially belong'd to him? And if a 
bare relation to the humane nature is ſuch an 


empty ing of himſelf, and parting with his glo- 


ry; I can't ſee but that, according to his no- 


tion, we muſt ſay the ſame of the Father and 
Holy Ghoſt, who are both become related to 


us. I think the incarnation muſt carry more 
in it, and ſo does Mr. Enty too; as is plain by 
what he adds of his partaking of fleſh and blood, 


and his tabernacleing in fleh, I conceive the 
8 5 8 union 
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union between the divine and humane nature 
Was as proper an union, as that between our 
ſouls and bodies, and that the Lagos dwelt, in. 
fleſh, actuating, qirecting, and Sowerning t ar. 
nature he aſſumed. | 
I never conteſted their receiving the tels 4 
they aſſent to, as ſound ſummaries of faith; 
but only the power they have of 1mpoſin 
them on others, or the equity of their tradi- 


cing ſuch as think not fit to receive them. 


*Tis a plain caſe they have not the ſame ve- 
neration for the words of the Holy Ghoſt, that, 
we have, when they ſubſtitute - others in the 
room of them. The Aſſembly are as liable 
to wreſt the words of the Holy Ghoſt, as tnoſs 


they are ſo diſpleaſed with; and who has a 


right to determine which ſi de is chargeable? 
The queſtion is not, which ſenſe is the true; 
but whether the Aſſembly, or any men have a 
right to fix and determine which is truth. 
Do but ſuppoſe ſuch a power as this lodg'd 
in the church, that when the ſenſe of ſcri- 
pture is controverted, they ſhall determine which 
is the true, and which the falſe, and the 
foundation of the reformation is overthrown. 
The church of Rome, who had then the peace- 
able pole on, muſt have as much right to fix 
the ſenſe of ſcripture, as the Aſſembly can pre- 
tend. It was but for them to pretend that 
thoſe words of ſcripture, This is my body, were 
wreſted, and they had preſently a right to 
draw up an article to fix the ſenſe of them, 
and then to inveigh againſt all that do not come 
up to that ſenſe. I ſee therefore no room for a 
reformation at all, upon the ſuppoſition that the 
paſtors of the church are intruſted with an 


0 to fix and determine the ſenſe of the 
| Hoty 


Holy Ghoſt, and to exact from men their aſs 
ſent to a faith of their own, and not of the. 
Holy Ghoſt's exprefling. And this has been 
my grief, that an Aſſembly of Diſſenting mini- 
ſters ſhould be guilty of that, which I can't help 
thinking is ſo ſerviceable to the cauſe of pope- 
IO I am fully perſuaded they judge other- 
Wile. „ 8 
Mr. Euty is at his liberty to repreſent me 
as ſerving the cauſe of Arians, Socinians, and o—-— 
zher Antitrinitarians. I accept his kindneſs 
according to his deſign; though I think, tis 
evident the cauſe I write for is that of chriſti- 
an liberty. Let but the goſpel rules be fol- 
lowed in all proceedings, and I deſire no more; 
and whoever are ſerved by theſe, I have no 
reaſon to be diſpleaſed by their being obſer- 
ved. For my own part I value no party or 
cauſe, any farther than as it falls in with the 
truth; and the fixing diſgraceful names upon 
men merely for their opinions, is wha: I have 
ſtudiouſly avoided, and diſcourag-d, not becauſe 
I was ſo ſtupid as not to perceive the policy 
of Mr. Enty's friends taking that courſe ; but 
becauſe I could rot think it was agreeable to 
the chriſtian rule. Miſtaken opinions in diffi- 
cult controverſies I am not ſo fond of cenſu- 
ring men for, as unjuſt and pernicious practi- 
ces; nor have I in ſpeaking of theſe paſs d 
any ſuch ſentence upon perſons, as Mr. Enty has 
done on us, leaving us in his great charity, 
to the uncovenanted mercy of God. If there 
are no other methods of ſtopping the growth of 
miſtaken opinions, than thoſe the Aſſembly have 
taken, tis my reſolution never to come into 
any; and if Mr. Euty has the truth on his 
ſide, *ris great pity, in my mind, that the gen- 
— = | tlemen 
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tlemen of Racovia ſhuuſd be better friends to 
the honeſt methods of promoting it, and that 
he and the Aflembly ſhould take up the diſ- 
graceful courſe by which the Romaniſts promote 
their. errors. I. think I have made it clear, 
that the Aſſembly have patroniz'd an impli- 
cit: faith, and the way of proceeding by inqui- 
fition, and that all Mr. Euty's oppoſition againſt 
What I have ſaid is wholly grounded upon a 
perverting the meaning of theſe terms. The 
things themſelves are very bad in my opinion, 
and I cannot fee that I have ſpoken of them 
harder than they deſerve; nor do I deſire any 
one ſhould think worſe of the Aſſembly, than 
the evil of the facts I cenſure will juſtify. Tis 

evident we have pleaded hitherto nothing bur 
reaſon: and. ſcripture, and that the Aſſembly 
have only - proceeded by an aſſumed authority, 
without acquaidting us with the reaſon and 
ſcripture they have on their ſide, which fully 
juſtiſies my diſpleaſing expreſſion : and I muſt 
needs ſay, I think Mr. Znty has done very lit- 
tle to help the Aſſembly with reſpec to either. 
I -can find nothing alleged from either, to ju- 
ſtify What they have done, or to prove the 


point in diſpute deſerves to be eſteemed a fun- 


damental. But I ſuppoſe we are to expect 
ſomewhat more to the purpoſe next time he 
writes. If he favours us therewith, I ſhall 

be backward to examine fairly what he 
ais; but if he goes on to heap up a multi- 
tude of words or cavilling reflections, as he has 
done now, I hope I may without being tax d 

with haughtineſs and diſdain, let him enjoy the 
mighty opinion he may have of his perform- 
ante, without giving my ſelf or him any more 
trouble. If Mr. Enty 1 inquire into what 


has 


We»; 
has been attempted at Exeter, he may learn 
that all his party are not ſuch hearty+ enemies 
to perſecution, as he declares himſelf to be; 
and I believe all equal judges will condemn 
the proceedings as unjuſt, however they may 
agree with him in their doctrinal opinions. He 
knows there are many of our brethren in Lon- 
don who do ſo. And certainly if we have ſuf- 
fer d by being traduced, and abandon'd, when 
nothing has been proved againſt us, the outcry 


. od. ad Tie y 
a — 


DO 33 . 
of perſecution is not without cauſe. 


And can there be a greater evidence that 
ignorance is, with any men, the mother of devo- 
tion, than their endeavouring to ſecure men in 
their own notion, by hindering them from look- 
ing into what may be ſaid againſt it, and their 
not giving them the reaſons why they ſhould 

believe it? I ſhould not indeed, as he ſais, 
adviſe all my people to read all the books that have 
been writ ' in favour of atheiſm and deiſimn: nor 
yet ſhould I publiſh my advice to the con- 
trary, without ſuggeſting what I ſhould appre- 
hend a clear confutation of the principles ad- 
vanced in them. Beſides that, tis one thing 
not to adviſe people to read all the books 
written againſt an opinion, and quite another to 
adviſe them to read nothing written againſt it. 
But the caſe is vaſtly different: this is a con- 
troverſy, not between chriſtians on the one 
hand, and atheiſts and deiſts on the other; 
but between chriſtians only: good men are 
on both ſides of the queſtion ; and ſince both 
are fallible, one ſide may as poſſibly be in the 
wrong as the other; and he that would deal 
impartially in the caſe, ought not to adviſe 
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men to read wholly on one ſide, as the Aſ- 
fembly have done. LE, e ; . 
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I do romplain that my own books upon this con- 
troverſy have been neglected. I reckon they have 
all been ſo: for beſides what has not been at- 
tempted to be anſwer d at all, I take ſuch an- 
| ſwers as the Account F the Reaſons &c. together 
With the Defence of it, to be ſuch poor ſorry wri- 
tings as will juſtify. my ſaying, the pieces they 
are written againſt have been neglected : and 
if I might do it without offence, I would ſay the 
| ſame of the Defence of the Proceedings, which tho 
it abounds with words, a little better put toge- 
ther many times than they are in the other pie- 
ces, and has perhaps a little more of art and cun- 
ning to amuſe the reader with a miſrepreſenta- 
tion of the ſtate of the queſtion; yet as to ſolid 
argument and reaſoning ſeems to me very little 
to exceed them. I ſuppoſe Mr. Enty may ex- 
pect I ſhould return his complement, and tell 
him, *tis /ikely he would think it an injury, and 
perhaps very juſily, if he ſhould not be thought as 
Wiſe and learned as any of bis party : but he muſt 
excuſe me ; for tho' as to his own thoughts of 
himſelf J can gueſs ſomewhat from his perform- 
ance, yet I know ſeveral of his party too well 
to ſuppoſe ſuch thoughts are juſt. And what 
_ occaſion have J ever given for this ſort of re- 
flections, which take up ſo much room in his 
performance? Have I ſaid any thing of my 
Fell > Havel writ in ſuch a hectoring bragging 


ſtile as he has all along done? Do I ſpeak of 


any thing but what is to be judg'd by appa- 
rent fats? Tis my humble opinion, that as 
he is now but girding on his harneſs, he might 
as decently have defer'd his boaſting till he was 
nearer to the putting it of; nor do TI apprehend 
this would have been any blemiſh to his per- 
formance. And ſince he aſſures me that my 

X 2 © - = Dooks © 


F Gs N 


— TY EA 7 4 - IT. 4 4 <a £ 2 * * = 
- . LR, — R . * 4 2 l 1 = 
20 5 AED - 4488. 7 * 8 vx — is ok, Mw 4 „ wx» A ty ag of 
0 . r ——  — 9 * OD 7 "4 7 
; . r rere erer 2 
4 b *. — 
2 * — * ja 


2 * ETF ² oo 2 ap os 
* r D238 


Ps 


—— IEA, ng 


n 


„ —U— — 
IE — 
rl. 


of one thing which 


(92) 
books ſhall not 8 I put him in mind 
think he is bound to ren- 
der very clear, and that is the juſtice of our 
being ejected by the four proprietors without 
the people; for unleſs he does that, I can't 


ſee how he can juſtify himſelf in taking poſleſſi- 


on of the pulpit, which once belonged to us, 
and of which we were not rightfully diſpoſſefſed: 
I ſhall only aflure him, that there is nothing 
in his way of writing, belide the tediouſneſs of 


it, that does in the leaſt territy me as yet. If 


* 


I have truth and juſtice on my ſide, as I am 


verily perſuaded I have, I hope I ſhall be able 


to defend my ſelf, notwithſtanding all his hoaſts: 
and it I have not, Mr. Ezty will not think it any 


diſparagement to me to be convinced by ſuch an 
adverſary. „ 5 


Tube Aſſembly's Paper was concluded With a 
Poſtſcript, which was contrary to fact. This | 


call d a groſs prevarication. I was willing to 


ſuppoſe, that the Aſſembly did not order the 


adding it, but that this was owing to the 
editcr, I thought "twas charitable to ſuſpe& 


one perſon, rather than five and forty, as guilty 


of ſuch' a miſrepreſentation, not of an opinion, 


but a fact; and accordingly I ſuggeſted my ſu- 


ſpicion. But yet I was careful not to lay 


ſuch a heavy load on the editor alone, upon a 


bare ſuſpicion, and therefore as the Poſtſcript ap- 
peared with the reſt that was ſaid to be publiſb d 


by the order of the Aſſembly, J treated it as ſuch, 
waiting till the Aſſembly ſhould difclaim it. 
Mr. Exty, who uſes to ſeek a knot in a bulruſh, 
would fain diſcover an inconſiſtency in this, which 
would have appear'd plain enough to another 
man. | „„ A | 2 


Mr. 


( 93 ) 


Mr. E my pretends that I would have a par- 
ticular fling at himſelf as the editor, whereas I 
am perluaded I knew not, when I wrote my Re- 
mari „ that he was the editor of the Exeter edi- 
tion, and to the beſt of ap. remembrance had 
quite another perſon i in my thoughts. He would 
pretend, that I knew him well, aud how much it is 
his. 27 to ſpeak, 7710 and freely, without ' 
fear or flattery, I am ſenſible enough by report, 
that he'is one who ſticks not much at ſpeaki 
hardly of perſons, when he has bur little know= 
| | ledge of them; and indeed whatever knowledge 
| he may pretend I have of him, I dare ſay he 
bas but little of me to wartant the liberty he 
ſuggeſts he has taken upon this occaſion. He adds, 
that I know 71, Jikely too that if he has offended me, 
or made others his enemies, tis by his plain ſpeaking 
and. plain dealing. don't ſuppoſe that plain 
ſpeaking, when it is in a way of detraction and 
proundleſs ſlander, is any commendation of a 
perſon ; nor can it be any wonder, if this pro- 
cures men many enemies. But as to plain deal- 
ing, I ſhall always ſuſpe& him for his behaviour 
in hs Aﬀembly, when he pull'd out the firſt 
Article, and deſir'd libert to ſign it, to clear him 
felf of the ſuſpicion 0. denying the Trinity. 
Till I know 1995 he believed hienſelf ſuſpected, 5 
and that his deſign” was not to ſift his brethren's 
notions, I think it would have much better de- 
ſerved the name of plain dealing, if he had de- 
clared frankly and honeſtly what his chief in- 
tention was. Upon theſe accounts he ſais, he 
wonders I ſhould of all things charge him with preva- 
rication, a crime which (thro the great goodneſs of 
God) he hath no worldly reafons to tempt him to. 1 
will not tax him with vanity for this, as I ſup- 
1 he does me, p. 76. upon leſs reaſon; all I 
ſhall 
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ſhall ſay here is, that there are other worldly rea-, 
ſons, beſide poverty, to tempt men. And which 
[crime] his known conduf? might have led any cha- 
ritable perſon to call the fault in the Poſtſcript, if 
any, by any other name, rather than this. Let the. 
world judge, whether the term was too hard far 
a glaring contradiction to a matter of fact. 

As to the matter of fact, I can't learn that, 
any one candidate preſent at the Aſſembly did 
then expreſs his concurrence. The perſon or- 
der'd to be ordaind, as I am inform'd, put 
it off, by ſaying he would ſatisfy his ordainers 
againſt the time of his ordination; and as to 
ſuch as were abſent, I conceive the Poſtſcript 
did not relate to them. I don't therefore rec- 
kon what he ſays. here any great inſtance. of 
his plain dealing. When I ſpake of the worthy 
member that made the motion, I am not conſcious 
of any other intention than what is common 
in that way of ſpeaking, to ayoid the men- 
tioning his name; nor is it any evidence of 
Mr. Enty's extraordinary temper, that he ſhews 
- himſelf ſo touchy in reſenting a common ex- 

preſſion; and had I known when I wrote that 
bs was the editor, I believe I ſhould here have 


ſpoken of him under that name. 
Mr. Enty labours hard to clear himſelf of 
any prevarication, and 7 the miſrepreſen- 
tation upon his forgetfulneſs, and owns he has 
not been ſo confiſtent as, an author ſhould be, 
provided the account I'give is true. I'am 
charitable enough to believe him, nor am [ 
diſpleaſed that he ſhould be able to lay the. 
blame upon his forgetfulneſs ; but it was not 
eaſy for me to ſuppoſe ſuch a forgetfulneſs, which 
Mr. Enty owns to be ſtrange; and therefore 
ſince the repreſentation is falſe in fact, I can't 


\ 


ſes 
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nenn, v. 


that the apoſtles were in the wrong, and that 


upon what two 


1 


per. being ſenſible , that he Was hot , infallible, 


| he gave that prudent advice, which it wopld.be 


S - +4 


of the Emperor, and the German princes who 


were met there. Se Father Paul's Hiſtory of the 


Cayncil of Trent, p, 15. 
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we do with them, charge 


their underftandings in 'diſcovering the mind 
of our one great maſter,” only let them al- 
low us the ſame,” and not ſet up any in his 
ſtead to be the maſters and lords of our faith; 
And if they do not, let them fiot be diſpleaſed 
Wich us, that we do what we eſteem neceſſary, 
as ever we would adhere to him. We count 
all the diſgrace, reproach, and infult we have 
ſuffer d upon this account, to be for his fake; 
and while we eſteem it our honour, wie ate 
ry chat we are forced to have diſpleaſinę 
thoughts of ſome, who have had ſo great a band 
in procuring it for us. We heartily defire our 
brethren may not ceaſe to teach and preach Jeſus 
Cbriſt; we rejoice in the perſuaſion we have 
that they do ſo: the only thing we defire is, 
that they would not preach Chriſt hr envy 
and ſtriſe, and out of contentidn. And let them 
not think they ſuffer ſhame fo his name, if they 
do this and are cenſured for it, and for being 
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 madverſions on 4 Paper, 
ag ubſcribed by thoſe who 
would not ſubſcribe accor- 
— to the a ote 1 the 
erg 85 


R. Emy 4 kai eaſi ily perceiv'd, 

; that the principal deſign of the Paper 
' we. ſubſcribed, was to deny the falſe 

and malicious ſtor ies Which are ſpread abroad 
concerning us. We thought a bare denial of 
them was ſufficient, till ſomewhat could be 
roved by ſubſtantial witneſſes, and therefore 
Fad no deſign of purging ourſelves by ſubſcri- 


bing to any humane form of doctrine, or ex- 


plication of the ſcriptures, which we appre- 
hended to be wholly ran and might be 


| of evil conſequence. 


Mr. Enty believes there is a ſenſe in which 
we are not Atians, and that none of us hold all 


that 


b 


(989). 


that Arius and ſome of bis followers did at firſt, 


b. 70. I. deſire to know what the deſign was 


of giving us rhe name of Arians, but to make 
it believed that we held all theſe? Is not this 
the natural conſequence of that practice? Are 
we not then unrigliteouſly dealt with by thoſe 
Who have given us the name? If we can be 
proved to be in any error, charge us with it 
fairly, but don't expoſe us to cenſure and re- 
proach by. ſuch cruel methods. We did not 
think it neceſſary at all to tell hat. opinions 
we held; We inſiſt upon it, that we ought, 


both according to: equity and the. chriſtian 
proved 


rule, td be eſteem'd innocent, till we are 
guilty. The ſlanderous and reproachful: name 
we could all diſown.: but to declare our faith 
we thought no words ſo proper, as thoſe of 

wherein if we have offended, 


the Holy Ghoſt; | 

we are perſuaded *tis only men of Mr. nty's 
temper, but not the Holy Ghoſt. We are not 
vet diſpoſed to let Mr. Entry chuſe expreſſions 
for us, eſpecially ſince we ſee that we muſt 
have then ſuch. put. upon us, as we 'find nor 
in the ſcripture; and for our parts, ve ate 


content with being wiſe according to what 4s | 
written, and leave it to our brethren to glory 


in being wiſe above uhat is uritten. We iſlike 
the Arians on the one hand, and the. Aſſembly 
on the other, who will give out their own ſenſes 
and interpretations of ſcripture as articles of 
faith: fo that we have 


> z z 


to our avowed principle. 


If every Arian, as he tells us, p. 71. would 
ſay the 3 thing we do, we ſee no hurt in 


it, nor what, right any man has to calumniate | 
or abuſe ſuch an one, till he can prove ſome- | 


what againſt him. And as we may be fſup- 
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acted ſteadily according 
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poſed to know ourſelves beſt, we can't 'ſce why 


"our words ſhould not be taken that we arc 


not Arians; rather than any mens that ſay we 
are, Without giving any proof or evidence ot 
their aſſertion. And with ſubmiſſion, our denial, 
we think, ought to be ſufficient ro ſtop the 
mouths of revilers, till they produce their evi- 


_  *dence. We leave all to their liberty, and cen- 
ſure not any that chuſe a different way, while 


they prefcribe not to us; and we ſee not why 


Mr. Enty and his friends ſhould any more be 
diſpleaſed with us, than our London brethren 


are. See the Authentick Account, p. 15, 16. 


And as we take the courſe they proceed in, 


with relation to us, to be utterly unwarranta- 
ble; they ought not to wonder, that we leave 
them in the dark, for we owe them not the 
ſatisfaction which they unreaſonably demand. 
We don't bring any proof that we are no 
Arians, we expect our word ſhould be taken 
for that; the only thing that we aim at in 
what we ſay of our faith, is to:ſhew that we 
ſincerely hold to the ſcripture doftrine, nor 


concerning ourſelves what faith has been held 
by Arrius, or any one elſe. So far as he re- 


ceiv'd the ſcriptures, we agree with him; but 


unſcriptural articles of faith, ſuch as Mr. Euty 


had 'mention'd before, whether they have been 
publiſh'd by Arius, or any body elſe, we trouble 


not ourſelves with. Let thoſe who publiſh 


any ſuch, be accountable for them; and till 
we do, why do our brethren abuſe and vilify 


uw? Oe. 5D, 
Mr. Enuty thinks, if we had been ſuſpected 

of Popery, we ſhould have taken another courſe. 

I can only anſwer for my ſelf, and declare 

that for my own part — have that ene, 
| e hy 8 0 
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of all calumny, ſlander, impoſition, and inqui- 


ſirory proceedings, that in that caſe I would 


not have gratified perſons any other way, than 
I have now done with reference to the pre- 
ſent calumny; unleſs the ſtate requir'd of me 
ſome ſecurity of my not entertaining any po- 
piſh notions, that might be prejudicial to it. 
And I muſt needs ſay, Mr. Enty and his friends 
ſeem very little to have regarded thoſe ends, they 
think we ought to have purſued. They think by a 
ſmall matter we might have ſecured thoſe ends; 
we think by a much ſmaller they might have done 


ſo. Had they only forborn to impoſe, upon us, 


they had had no diſturbance from us. Mr. Enty 
may inſinuate what ſuſpicions he pleaſes of the 
reaſons why we would not ſatisfy them; I de- 
clare that had I been ever ſo much perſuaded 
of the truth of the article they have ſubſcri- 
bed, I would not have concur'd with them 


for the world, nor ſo far have ſacrificed my 
liberty, as to have given them the ſatisfaction 


they deſire. I am reſolved to abide by the 


apoſtle's rule, that againſt an elder an accuſation 


is not to be received, but in the mouth of tuo or 
three witneſſes ; and I ſhall rejoice in whatever 
I ſuffer, if I may be a means of bringing 
that method of procedure once more into re- 
putation. I requeſt Mr. Euty to conſider what 
J have ſaid on this head in my Letter to a 


ſubſcribing Miniſter, which has been hitherto | 
neglected, tho he promiſes nothing of mine ſhall | 


— 


be ſo. Ss | 
When we make our ſermons teſts, and inſiſt 


upon the people's receiving what we deliver as 


articles of faith, Mr. Enty's next objection will 


be of ſome moment; whereas now it only takes 


up room, as it has done ſeveral times before, 


to 


3 


to no purpoſe. & fee him for my ſelf, 1 


have a much greater notion the ſufficien- 
cy of the ſcriptures than I h / formerly, and 
1: ſuppoſe my ; brethren. have Mc J hope the 
preſent quarrel has been ſome aeans of eſta- 


1 r us therein 


Had we been call d . as well as Ari 
ans; we might, perhaps have thought our ſelves 
concerned,to declare our faith concerning the 
Holy Ghoſt, - by  expreſly mentioning ſome of 
the texts that relate to him. But this not 


being our caſe, w we have done what is equi- 


valent, declared our belief of. whatever the 
ſcripture ſais of him; and that is faith enough 
for a chriſtian, or a miniſter, . Mr. Euty is 
much miſtaken, when he ſuppoſes me chief di- 
rrctor in this affair. I aſſure him the paper 
was moved, and drawn by other hands ; 3 and 


Ance I very happily, as it now appears, was 


io little concerned, in it, I may the more free- 
1y.give my judgment of it, that it is well drawn, 
not at the rate Mr. Euty and I have 
ſoon. ſome other things. I hope he will bluſh, 
when he reviews his random talk: on this head, 


P. 74 
We ſaid. in our paper, that 4 ve vere 


: « f fully, ſatisfied in the reaſans, given a- 


gainſt making ſuch ſubſcriptions, by our 
8 1 0 of Tondon in their Authentic Ac- 
© count, & c. Mr. Enty ſuppoſes that we 
mean. in ſome of their reaſons. Happy were it, 
if all his ſuppoſitions were as juſt and reaſon- 


able as this. We ſaw well enough, that ſome 


of their reaſons concerned e alone, and 
not us: . but their reaſons are enough, to juſtify 


us, and therefore we might well be ſatisfied 


in 9 and refer to them. By this it may 
appear 
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at the ſtrangeneſs of it. | 
am perſuaded we could have uſed, provided it 


ot the buſineſs of truth, but 
obligation we are under to make the ſcriptures 


the only rule of our faith, and Chriſt our only | 
Unleſs | 
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appear, that we were not bound to make eve- 
ry expreſſion of theirs our own.” And yet I 


believe we might have ſaid conſiſtently 'with 


truth, That we never taught any thing like Aria- 
niſm (I mean as Arianiſm was a new doctrine, 


and differing from what had been received be- 


fore Arius's time in the Church; or was what 
the Council of Nice o 


8 ſed, who by the $win®@- 
did not mean that ſenſe which we now put 


upon it, which they would have expreſs'd by 


vb e-, Which they did not approve. And 
as to their own word, I remember my ſelf 
the time, when one of the ſubſcribers preach- 


ing before the Aſſembly, cenſur'd the Coun- 


cil of Nice for bringing in that term, and had 


yet the thanks of the Aſſembly) and that we 


have taken all proper occafions (ſuch as we judg'd 
proper) 10 offer our reaſons againſt it, if not from 
the preſs, yet from the pulpit; and that we have 


(as we think) ſufficiently guarded againſt all ſu- 
ſpicions of Ariamim in our public miniſtrations. 


If our doxologies have given occaſion to ſuſpi- 
cion, we think the Nicene Fathers themſelves 
in all probability gave the ſame; St. Bafil pro- 


| bably being the firſt man who made the alte- 


ration, for which too he was forced to apolo- 
gize, When he found the people were offended 
he next ſentence I 


be underſtood, that we thought for ourſelves, 


that ſuch ſubſcriptions could not be made : 


with a ſafe conſcience, not upon the account 


maſter, 


liberty, and the | 
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I am confident I do not careleſsly err, and I 


03) 


r. Enty's performance, I 


19 the words, and ſee whether 
this does not ar. 905 Feed 


thers had been of our mind. | 
I ſhould, be glad of any evidence, that the 


Can- 
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camiot help ſeeing things as I do, till 1 gain 


wore light, and that 1 ſhall be ready to re- 


ceive from any hand; nor is there any ſtep”. 
that I will not moſt chearfully take for that 
peace, which I apprehend to be dconſiſtent 
with truth and liberty, which are the only 


— 


things I conſider as too important to be parted 
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with for the ſake of peace. 
The ſernſelefs* ſtory, as Mr. Euty well calls it, 
which was fpread abroad concerning me far 


and near, and the importunity of ſeveral of 
my brethren, who were continually twitted with 
it, conſtrained me to publiſh a poſtſcript to 
confute it. If what Mr. Enty ſais Bec true, that” 


he nous not ſo much as of one of his brerhre n Who 
ever did believe it, I think they muſt have been 


the more inexcuſable, in ſuffering it to paſs 
fo current every where among their people. I aſ- 


fure him it was a very dil} ere thing to 
me, as it: muſt be to any 55 of ingenuity, 
not only to be reviled, but to be forced to 
fay any thing of ſuch a ſubject as myſelf. 


And had I not been backward to it, notwith- 


ſtanding many intreaties, I had opportunity of 
doing What T did long enough before, which 
perhaps might have prevented ſome advanta- 
ges, I ſuppoſe, Mr. Enty is not inſenſible his 


party have made of it. He is pleaſed to tax 


me with vanit) in it. But unleſs he will 
vouchſafe to ſhew wherein, I think I may 


juſtiy tax him with ſomewhat worſe than va- 


nity. I beg he would inform me wherein 


the vanity I have diſcover'd lies. If I have 


been treated here with ſcorn and contempt, 


Was it not a piece of juſtice that T ow'd to 
myſelf, to ſhew that I had been treated o- 
therwiſe by as competent judges? Is it va- 


nity 
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rity for apy man to avoid contempt 2. Was it 


vain, for me to mention my being beholden 
to none for the expence of my education? 
J could not think ſo, ſince it gave a plain rea- 


ſon why I was not known much among many 


of the Diſſenting miniſters till I came abroad 
in the world, as I muſt have. been upon their 


fund books. And beſides, I thought it ſhew'd 


that as I was not beholden to them for my 


education, they had no particular reaſon to 


expect a more than ordinary ſubmiſſion to them 
from me. If Mr. Enty meant that this was 
my vanity, T can eaſily gueſs what gave him 


4 r in it. But any one may 
lee, if I had had a difpoſition to have indul- 
ged a vain humour, I ſhould not have cut 


my account ſo ſhort off as I did, but ſhould 
have taken occaſion to have prolong'd it ſome- 
what further; -'T' am; not ſenſible therefore that 
J have tranſgreſs'd the bounds of modeſty up- 
on this occaſion, and therefore to be free with 
Mr. Enty, F do not thank him for his excuſe, 


becauſe his ſo freely giving it looks like an inſi- 


nuation that I needed it, as I am confident I 


did not. e knows I might here allege a 


a good preſident for ſpeaking truth of my ſelf, 
when it is ſomewhat to my own advantage; 
which I hope may be accounted not a bare 


excuſe, but a full juſtification, I wiſh he had 
a little more conſidered, that if I became a fool 


in glorying, they were his own friends that com- 
d me. 7 „„ 
To cloſe all, I can't but acquaint Mr. Enty 


with the complaint which many of my friends 
make of me, That I have anſwer'd ſeveral 


things which were hardly worth anſwering. 


Nor am I backward to own that my com- 
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plaiſanoe in this reſpe& has been much greater, 
— could be 1 from a man ot 
fuch a temper, as he repreſents mine to be. I 
will not pretend to judge, whether they will 
have the ſame opinion of me upon the preſent | + 
occaſion ; but if he has any compaſſion on m 
reputation, or 1s willing to ſave me from fuch 
a cenſure, I humbly requeſt him, that next time 
he writes, he would, if he can, uſe fewer words, 
and ſome fair argument. ATE 
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